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43  City  of  Chelsea,  Guy  A.  Santagate,  City  Manager  4 

44  City  of  Chelsea,  Preston  G.  Galarneau,  Jr,  City  Councillor  4 
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50  Town  of  Hull,  Planning  Board,  David  P.  Carlon,  Chairman  4 

51  Town  &  County  of  Nantucket,  Board  of  Selectman,  Arthur  L.  Desrocher  .4 

52  Town  of  Orleans,  Beverly  G.  Singleton,  Chairman  4 

53  Town  of  Provincetown,  Keith  A.  Bergman,  Town  Manager  4 

54  Town  of  Provincetown,  Municipal  Airport  Commission,  Leonard  Alberts.. 4 

55  City  of  Quincy,  City  Council,  Bruce  Ayers  5 

56  City  of  Revere,  Dept.  of  Planning  &  Comm.  Development,  Frank  Stringi  .5 

57  City  of  Revere,  Revere  City  Council,  John  J.  Henry,  City  Clerk  5 

58  City  of  Somerville,  William  Roche,  Acting  Mayor  5 

59  City  of  Somerville,  Board  of  Alderman,  William  A.  White,  Jr  5 

60  City  of  Somerville,  City  Clerks  Office,  Arthur  B.  McCue,  City  Clerk  5 

61  Winthrop  Board  of  Selectman,  Robert  L.  Driscoll,  Jr  5 


62  Winthrop  Noise  Air  Pollution  &  Airport  Hazard  Comm.,  Jerome  Falbo  5 

63  Winthrop  Noise  Air  Pollution  &  Airport  Hazard  Comm.,  Jerome  Falbo  5 


Table  of  Contents 

Mawal*LD\07644\Docs\Bepoi1s\Massport  Review  Oram  Table  o!  Conlenls.doc 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Flnal  EIR 


Letter  Commentor  Volume 


Interest  Groups 
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95  CAC  Rep,  Hingham,  Richard  Goldhammer  5 
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97  CAC  Revere  Rep.,  Deborah  A.  Santiano-McHatton  6 

98  Conservation  Law  Foundation,  Stephen  H.  Burrington,  Gen.  Counsel  6 

99  Louis  A.  Mandarini,  Jr.,  Union  Local  22  6 

100  Continental  Airlines  Inc.,  Glen  Morse,  Senior  Director,  Industry  Affiars....6 
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101  Delta  Airlines,  John  Boatright,  Vice  President,  Properties  and  Facilities. .6 

102  Delta  Airlines,  David  Bushy,  Vice  President,  Flight  Operations  6 

103  East  Boston  Eagle  Hill  Association,  Debra  L.  Cave,  President  6 

104  East  Boston  Eagle  Hill  Association,  Debra  L.  Cave,  President  6 

105  East  Boston  Land  Use  Advisory  Council,  Robert  F.  Strelitz  6 
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107  EMC  Corporation,  Richard  J  Egan,  Chairman  6 

108  Teamsters  Local  Union  379,  Paul  V.  Walsh  6 

109  Fidelity  Investments,  David  Weinstein,  Chief  of  Admin.  &  Govt.  Affairs  ...6 

110  Fitcorp,  Gary  T.  Klencheski,  President  and  CEO  6 

111  The  Franklin  Park  Coalition,  Martha  Karchere,  President  6 

1 1 2  Friends  of  Belle  Island  Marsh,  Gail  Miller,  Chair,  Conservation  Committee  ....6 

113  Greater  Boston  Chamber,  Paul  Guzzi,  President  and  CEO  6 

114  Greater  Boston  Chamber,  Paul  Guzzi,  President  and  CEO  6 

115  Gr.  Gardner  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Michael  F  Ellis,  President  &  CE0..6 

1 1 6  Fuld  &  Company,  Michael  A.  Sandman,  Senior  Vice  President  6 

1 1 7  Green  Works,  John  T.  O'Conner,  President  6 

118  Thomas  A  Kershaw,  Hampshire  House  6 

119  Intn'l  Union  of  Operating  EngineersWilliam  P.  Ryan,  Business  Manager. 6 

120  Iron  Workers  District  Council  of  New  England,  Joseph  M.  Quilty,  Pres....6 

121  Jeffries  Point  Neighborhood  Association,  Karen  M.  Maddalena,  Chair.  ...6 

122  Jeffries  Point  Neighborhood  Association,  Karen  M.  Maddalena,  Chair.  ...6 


123  Michael  J.  Haroz,  attorney  for  LaSalle  Hotel  Oper.  Partnership,  L.P  6 

124  Logan  Airlines  Management  Council,  Charles  Ferrara,  President  6 

125  Logan  Airlines  Management  Council,  Cargo  Subcommittee,  Co-Chairs  ..6 

126  Manchester  Airport,  Alfred  Testa,  Jr.,  Airport  Director  6 

127  MA  Audubon  Society,  E.  Heidi  Roddis,  Environmental  Policy  Specialist.. 6 

128  MA  Business  Roundtable,  Nader  F.  Darehshori,  Chairman  6 

129  MA  Sierra  Club,  John  F.  Deacon,  Chair,  Greater  Boston  Group  6 

130  Mass  Insight,  State  of  the  State  Executive  Summary  6 

1 31  MASSPIRG,  Rob  Sargent,  Legislative  Director  6 

132  MJ  Research,  Inc.,  John  Finney,  President  6 

133  Nantucket  Island  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Maia  Gaillard,  Exec.  Director. 6 

134  Nantucket  Planning  &  Economic  Dev.  Comm.,  Alvin  S.  Topham  6 

1 35  Natl.  Assoc.  of  Industrial  and  Office  Properties, 

David  I.  Begetfer,  Exec.  Director  6 

1 36  National  Association  of  Railroad  Passengers, 

Ross  B.  Capon,  Executive  Director  6 

1 37  Natl.  Association  of  State  Aviation  ERS  Officials,  William  E.  Gehman,  Chair.  6 

1 38  Natl.  Association  of  State  Aviation  ERS  Officials,  William  E.  Gehman,  Chair.  6 


139  Neighborhood  Assoc.  of  the  Back  Bay,  Inc.,  Peter  Y.  Flynn,  V.  Chair  6 
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140  New  England  Council,  James  T.  Brett,  President  and  CEO  6 

141  New  England's  Economy  Depends  on  Logan,  Frank  Gibson  /  testimony.6 

142  New  England  Guatemalan  Alliance,  Ignacio  W.  Ochoa,  President  6 

143  Noise  Pollution  Clearing  House  6 

144  Nuestra,  CDC,  John  Mahoney  6 

145  Pilot  Block  Neighborhood  Association,  Cynthia  J.  Steil,  President  6 

146  PRI  Automation,  Wendy  Peters,  Travel  Manager  6 

147  Provincetown  Business  Guild,  Gary  Reinhart,  President  6 

148  Provincetown  AIDS  Support  Group,  Gary  Reinhart,  President  6 

149  Save  our  Heritage,  do  ADS  Ventures,  Inc.,  Chet  Atkins  6 

150  The  Seaport  Alliance  (SAND),  Steve  Hollinger  6 

151  Sherburne,  Powers,  Holland  &  Knight  Law  Offices,  Kenneth  P.  Brier  6 

152  Slade  Gorton  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Wally  Stevens,  President  6 

153  The  South  Boston  Environmental  Health  Watch  6 

154  Squantum  Community  Association,  Frank  Buckley,  President  6 

155  Swissotel,  Boston,  David  Gibbons,  General  Manager  6 

156  Tufts  Associates,  Charles  K  Tufts,  CLU,  ChFC  6 

157  US  Airways,  Robert  A  Hazel,  Vice  President,  Properties  and  Facilities  ...6 

158  Winthrop  Chamber  of  Commerce  6 

Private  Citizens 

Boston 

159  Duane  Andrews,  RN  7 

160  John  Archibald  7 

161  David  A.  Banta  &  Caroline  E.  Coggeshall  7 

162  David  Bartol  7 

163  Claudia  Brede  7 

164  Jon  Burk  7 

165  Barry  B.  Corden  7 

166  Michael  Dukakis,  Northeastern  University,  Dept.  Of  Political  Science  7 

167  IrvEnglander  7 

168  Brian  Gallagher  7 

1 69  South  End  Resident  -  Nina  Garf inkle  7 

170  S.KayGibbs  7 

171  Sterling  Giles  7 

172  Robert  and  Kathleen  Hathaway  7 

173  AnnHershfang  7 

174  AnnHershfang  7 

175  Christine  A.  O'Toole  7 
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176  Darryl  Pomicter  7 

177  Beverly  Sky  7 

178  John  Stewart  7 

179  Vincent  R.  Tino  7 

180  Mark  C.  Warren,  Esq  7 

181  Barbara  A.  White  7 

182  Robert  Wynne  7 

1 83  Edwina  Yezierski  7 

184  Edwina  Yezierski  7 

185  V.Ferne  7 

186  Marine  Cotton  7 

186  John  P.  Kilroy,  Jr  7 

186  John  O'Connor  7 

186  Melissa  Sciter  7 

Brookline 

187  Mona  Thaler  7 

Cambridge 

1 88  Debra  Biba  and  Rob  Everts  7 

189  Brian  Culver  7 

190  John  G.  McKernan  7 

191  Ann  Rodney  7 

1 92  Fred  Salvucci,  MIT,  Department  of  Civil  Environmental  Engineering  7 

1 93  Fred  Salvucci,  MIT,  Department  of  Civil  Environmental  Engineering  7 

194  Margaret  Webster  7 

Charlestown 

1 95  Arthur  Krolman,  CFA,  President,  Krolman  Corporation  7 

Chelsea 

196  Elizabeth  A.  Aberg  7 

197  Peter  Alachi  7 

198  Monika  M.  Corneille  7 

199  Monika  M.  Corneille  7 

200  Louis  P.  DiSano  7 

201  Charlie  Ferguson,  Soldiers'  Home  7 

202  Charlie  Ferguson,  Soldiers'  Home  7 

203  Patricia  Grasso  7 
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204  Joseph  S.  Kowalcczyk  7 

205  Joseph  S.  Kowalcczyk  7 

206  Lungren  Management  Group,  Inc  7 

207  Elaine  McGrath  7 

208  Robert  D.  Morgese  7 

209  "Moses"  7 

210  "Moses"  7 

211  Mary  Jane  Quinn  7 

212  Mary  Jane  Quinn  7 

213  Mary  Quinn  7 

Cohasset 

214  Martha  Gjestby  7 

Dorchester 

215  Michael  P.  County  7 

216  Barbara  McDonough  7 

217  Karen  L.  Rucker  7 

East  Boston 

218  Carolyn  and  Brent  Banulis  7 

219  Mary  C.  Berninger  7 

220  Christopher  Blackler  7 

221  Catherine  Brayden  7 

222  Charles  I.  Cann,  III  7 

223  Mrs  Carmela  D'Amore  7 

224  Miss  Edith  G.  DeAngelis  7 

225  Robert  A.  DeMayo  7 

226  Mary  Dreitlein  7 

227  Mary  Dreitlein  7 

228  Charles  &  Ann  Dulcetta  7 

229  Robert  Fleming  7 

230  Ethan  D.  Hoag  7 

231  M  Blossom  Hoag  7 

232  Roberta!.  Hom  7 

233  Susan  M.Hom  8 

234  Craig  and  Linda  Jolliffe  8 

235  Dr.  and  Mrs.  Gilbert  R.  Lavoie  8 

236  Richard  C.  Lynds,  Esq  8 
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237  William  J.  Manning  8 

238  William  Manning  8 

239  Regina  M.  Marchi  8 

240  Regina  M.  Marchi  8 

241  Elizabeth  Mazzarini  8 

242  JimMcBride  8 

243  Francis  McHugh  8 

244  Christopher  J.  Morton  8 

245  JeanRiesman  8 

246  Richard  Salini  8 

247  Mark  W.  Stettler  &  Cathryn  C.  Stettler  8 

248  Mark  W.  Stettler.....  8 

249  Charlene  Stevens  8 

250  Lauri  Webster  8 

251  Mary  Ellen  Welch  8 

Everett 

252  Olympia  Mastrocola  8 

Hingham 

253  Dr.  and  Mrs.  Robert  F.  Belknap  8 

254  Robert  F.  Belknap  MD  8 

255  Charles  &  Susan  Berry  8 

256  James  B.  Conroy  8 

257  Lynn  Conroy  8 

258  Edward  H.  D'Alelio  8 

259  Albert  J.  Engelhart  8 

260  Robert  R.  Green  8 

261  HaroW  &  Lorraine  Lincoln  8 

262  Adrienne  F.  Richardson  8 

263  John  E.  Richardson  8 

264  Elliott  Schiffman  8 

265  Stephen  K.  Thress  8 

266  Bradford  S.  Tripp  and  Jane  L  Tripp  8 

267  Catherine  Goldhammer  8 

267  Alice  Granahan  8 

267  Mary  Furlong  8 

267  Mike  Furlong  8 

267  Bridget  Marganelli  8 

267  John  Tardif  8 
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267  V\filliam  Falcetano  8 

268  James  T.  Norris  8 

268  Doris  M.Hogan  8 

Hull 

268  Kathleen  Fitzgerald  8 

269  Nancy  Brayton  8 

270  Madeleine  Carlson  8 

271  CorinneCase  8 

272  Lory  Newmyer  &  Steve  Cooper  8 

273  Pauline  DePari  8 

274  David  Foss  8 

275  Frank  and  Eileen  Furey  8 

276  Diana  Goode  8 

277  Mark  P.  Ingaciola  8 

278  Marjorie  Rilleau  Kallman  8 

279  Stephen  Lathrop  8 

280  Daniel  and  Jacqueline  Llewellyn  8 

281  Dr.  Jo  Loughnane  8 

282  Jeannette  MacDonald  8 

283  James  McCaffery  8 

284  Kimberly  Iris  Mills  ,  8 

285  William  M.  Reid  8 

286  Robert  Ridolfi  8 

287  JD  Russell  8 

288  Ann  M.  Rogers  8 

289  Lisa  J.  Scannell  8 

290  Franklyn  &  Barbara  Schafer  8 

291  SeanShanahan  8 

292  Gerard  J.  Sperry,  Sperry  Group  8 

293  E.  Vincent  Sullivan  8 

294  Geraldine  M.  Townsend  8 

295  William  E.  Townsend  8 

296  William  A.  Weiser  8 

297  Robert  Carney  &  Wanda  Willard  8 

298  Anonymous  8 
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Hyannis 

299  Robert  and  Katherine  Strojny  8 

Jamaica  Plain 

300  Cheryl  Balukonis  8 

301  Daniel  L  Barnett  ....8 

302  Sarah  Buchmann  8 

303  Constance  R.  Cecil  8 

304  Peter  Clarke  8 

305  Nancy  Doherty  8 

306  JackDolan  8 

307  Marty  Epp  8 

308  Marty  (Martha)  Epp  &  Judy  K.  Mencher  8 

309  Donald  H.  Eunson  8 

310  Magdalena  Fernandez  8 

311  Gerard  M.  Finch  8 

312  Jacqueline  Gambarini  8  /; 

313  Thomas  Harrigan  8  V 

314  Eleanor  Horner  8 

315  Arthur  L.  Johnson  8 

316  Barbara  Kaplan  8 

317  Barbara  Kaplan  8 

318  Barbara  Kaplan  8 

319  LisaLederer  8 

320  Mike  Lew  8 

321  Sal  Lopes  8 

322  Myra  N.  Love  8 

323  Will  Lyman  8 

324  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Joseph  M.  Nucci  8 

325  Martha  Merson  8 

326  Laura  Orlando  8 
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LETTER  233 


Susan  M.  Horn 
65  St.  Andrew  Road 
East  Boston,  MA  02128-1223 


Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley 
MEPA  Unit 

Executive  Offices  of  Environmental  Affairs 
100  Cambridge  Street  20^^ 
Boston,  MA  02202 


Dear  Mr.  Pugsley: 
RE:  File  #EOAl 0458 


I  have  lived  at  the  above  address  all  my  life.  In  December,  1996  (at  the  age  of  34)  I  was 
diagnosed  with  environmental  asthma.  Whilst  I  can  not  blame  the  cause  of  my^thJa 

ZTI  I  affects  my  condition  particularly  in  the  wanner  months,  when  I  am  oulide 
more  often.  I  can  not  go  outside  without  the  need  to  hold  my  breath  o  the  needTo  aS 

b'rea  hin     '  'r""  ' ''''  ^'^^"^  ^  '        ^een  able  to  ^apt  my 

™'    '/f  «°^-ver  if  added  pollutants  are  added  to  the  mk  I 

am  concerned  for  my  health  when  I  am  outside.  I  should  not  be  a  prisoner  in  my  home 

nenaH.^dT'°     '^''''^    "'^  ''"^  ^^"^^  '  "^^  "^^"^  ^^^^  ^'-e  and  should  not  be 
p  nahzed  because  Massport  can't  come  up  with  a  fair  and  reasonable  plan  that  won  t 
burden  one  specific  area.  ^ 

'"^^''".^  Constimtion  Beach  making  it  a  nice  place  to  bring  the  family  in 
he  ho  summer  months  w„h  the  increase  of  ain,ianes  people  will  not  be  fble  toroy  this 
e  eafon  without  gettmg  blasted  with  fumes  from  the  taxiing  airplanes.  People  S 
chtldren  to  the  beach.  The  children  not  to  mention  the  aduto  are  currently  b^aSlT^ 
these  fumes  whtch  contam  toxins.  To  have  an  mcrease  of  firmes  for  ctaTdren  ^adults  to 

Zl  nl  T,  f     .     T^^^  "^"^^^^      "<>'     advantageous  to  the  other  birds  and 

t  er'l^tTf^^^^^^  T     T  'IT"=-  --"'"S '°  '^^       of  th  U^L" 

bandpiper  with  total  disregard  to  the  human  inhabitants  of  the  area. 

The  utter  neglect  at  looking  at  this  problem  as  regional  and  burdening  one  section  of  the 
many  are  quite  poor  with  a  minonty  base.  The  skies  over  Logan  are  getting  too  crowded 
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File  #EOAl 0458 


and  w,th  die  increased  mr  traffic  comes  a  greater  risk  of  accidents.  Remember  as  with  a 
gallon  of  mrUc  once  .t  is  filled  to  a  gallon  no  more  milk  can  be  added  with  ouTspiCe 
and  Uus  .s  what  will  happen  to  the  affected  areas.  Tte  more  milk  added  after  4e  X 

At  what  point  is  quality  of  life  and  human  health  and  welfare  worth  less  than  someone', 
mconvemence?  Life  is  fun  of  delays:  Last  minute  phone  calls  in  the  offi^  BrTdo™ 
m  the  tunnel  or  on  the  road:  Personal  happenings.  The  people  who  make  the  Grater 

The  report  that  is  currently  before  you  omit  several  key  factors:  1.)  Regarding  lowering 

streets  after  that  St.  Andrew  Road  and  Bayswater  Street.  2.)  Massport  fails  to  state  what 

delay  times  that  currently  exists.  They  admit  that  in  the  two  to  three  yea^after 
completion  of  thts  runway  the  delays  will  be  the  same  or  worse  than  today  3  )  MassDort 
orotisr^h"'      !^/^"™^i'««ional  nmway;  however,  Massport  can  noTmi;  mTs  ' 
^r„^  ,  H  ^  "  "^'^  ''"P''*  ^"        P™""^^'  of  being  severely 

peTpll  who  In  an  trh"'"/^       ?"  ^P"'  "    ^PP^^'  *at  the  business 

people  who  in  all  likelihood  do  not  live  in  the  affected  areas  are  for  the  nmwav 

centerfteld  taxiway  and  the  lowering  of  the  minimum.  The  residents  of  t^rffLd  area 
Hfe  PlfasV^o  sr        '  """^  ^-'''^      ^  "f 

I  thank  you  for  your  time  and  consideration  in  this  matter. 

Sincerely, 


Susan  M.  Horn 
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Susan  M.  Horn 
Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Code 

233.T 


233.2 


Topic  1 

Air  Quality 


Environmental 
Justice 


Topic  2 

impacts 


Impacts 


Comment 

[The  proposed  expansion  and  resulting  increase  in  toxic 
fumes  will  effect  the  health  of  people  using  Constitution 
Beach.  IWIassport  is  willing  to  spend  $250,000  to  move 
sandpipers,  what  about  the  human  inhabitante?] 
[A  small  section  of  the  metropolitan  area  bears  the  brunt  of 
the  impacts  from  Logan  while  the  whole  area  enjoys  the 
benefits.  Those  bearing  the  burden  are  the  poor  and 
minorities.! 


233.3 


Altematives 


Reduced 
Approach 
Minima 


[The  decision  to  lower  the  minimum  for  Runway  14/32 
ignores  potential  impacts  to  residents  on  St.  Andrew  Road, 
Bayswater  Street  and  Saratoga  Street.) 


Response 

No  altematives  violate  the  NAAQS.  the 
Preferred  Alternative  shows  better  air  quality  results 
than  the  other  altematives. 


Adverse  impacts  are  not  predominately  home  by 
low-income  or  minority  populations.  Only  21  percent 
of  the  population  within  the  65  dB  DNL  contour  for 
the  Preferred  Alternative  is  minority,  compared  to 
the  Suffolk  County  minority  population  of  38  percent 
Less  than  two  percent  of  the  population  within  the 
65  dB  DNL  contour  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  has 
a  household  income  less  than  1 50  percent  of 
poverty  level.  The  additional  area  within  the 
65  dB  DNL  noise  contour  associated  with  the 
Preferred  Alternative  includes  a  predominately 
Hispanic  neighbortiood  in  Chelsea  which  is 
predicted  under  worst  case  assumptions  to 
experience  an  increase  of  0.6  dB  or  less.  Under 
FAA  standards,  this  change  is  not  a  significant 
adverse  impact.  The  minority  and  low-income 
populations  in  South  Boston  and  East  Boston 
affected  by  the  Preferred  Alternative  65  dB  DNL 
contour  are  almost  identical  to  the 
No  Action  Alternative.  The  65  dB  DNL  contour  for 
the  Preferred  Alternative  does  not  extend  into 
Jamaica  Plain,  Roxbury  and  the  South  End. 
Mitigation  of  the  increased  noise  within  the 
65  dB  DNL  contour  will  be  provided  to  affected 
communities  in  the  fomi  of  residential  sound 
insulation. 

A  discussion  of  the  Environmental  Justice  analysis 
is  presented  in  Section  6.8  of  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR. 

Reducing  the  current  landing  minimums  for 
Runways  15R,  22L,  and  27  at  Logan  Airport  will  not 
increase  noise  levels.  Aircraft  will  follow  the  same 
arrival  paths,  at  the  same  altitudes  as  today,  but  the 
location  at  which  a  missed  approach  decision  must 
be  made  will  be  moved  closer  to  the  airport.  Since 
missed  approaches  rarely  occur,  they  have 
no  discernible  effect  on  the  cumulative  noise.  For 
example,  reducing  the  Runway  22L  decision  height 
to  200  feet  moves  the  maximum  noise  point  to 
approximately  3,000  feet  from  touchdown  which  is 
further  from  populated  areas  in  East  Boston  than  the 
current  maximum  noise  point.  Although  categorically 
excluded  from  NEPA  review,  modeling  of  the 
changes  in  runway  availability  from  reductions  in  the 
approach  minimums  and  an  analysis  of  the  potential 
impacts  on  community  noise  exposure  that  may 
result  were  included  in  the  Airside  Project  in 
compliance  with  an  eariier  agreement  among 
Massport,  the  FAA  and  the  City  of  Boston.  ___ 


Letter  233:  Susan  M.  Horn 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 
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Code     Topic  1 


233.4    \  Alternatives 


Topic  2 

Runway  14/32 


Comment 


Massport  is  also  touting  this  as  a  unidirectional  runway; 
however,  Massport  cannot  make  this  promise.  This  is  a  FAA 
decision... 


Response 

The  Runway  14/32  concept  under  review  in  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  allows  unidirectional 
operations  only  (i.e.,  all  aircraft  arrivals  would 
occur  over  Boston  Harbor  to  the  Runway  32 
approach  and  all  departures  would  initiate  from  the 
Runway  14  heading  out  over  Boston  Harbor). 
State  approval  under  MEPA  and  federal  approval 
under  NEPA  will  allow  Runway  14/32  to  proceed 
only  on  a  basis  consistent  with  the  stated 
unidirectional  limitations.  Consistent  with  any  such 
approvals,  Massport  will  light  and  stripe 
Runway  14/32  to  accommodate  unidirectional 
operations  only. 

Furthermore,  the  location  of  proposed 
Runway  14/32  involves  physical  limitations  that 
reinforce  the  unidirectional  requirements  of  that 
improvement  concept.  The  Hyatt  Hotel  and 
Conference  Center,  which  is  174  feet  high,  is 
within  1 ,300  feet  of  the  Runway  14.  The  location  of 
the  Hyatt  Hotel  and  Conference  Center  invades 
applicable  FAA  approach  surface  glide  slope 
requirements,  thereby  precluding  arrivals  from  the 
west  to  the  Runway  14.  Another  factor  limiting 
westeriy  operations  on  Runway  14/32  is  the  lack  of 
available  facilities  to  allow  aircraft  to  taxi  to  the 
Runway  32. 

The  unidirectional  limitations  of  Runway  14/32 
allow  maximum  use  of  over-water  operations  and 
thereby  limit  operational  impacts  over  residential 
areas.  To  strictly  reinforce  these  important 
environmental  benefits,  Massport  has  designated 
the  intended  unidirectional  limitation  on 
Runway  14/32  as  a  mitigation  measure.  Refer  to 
Section  8.7  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  Draft 
Section  61  Findings,  and  the  discussion  in  Section 
8.5  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  regarding 
enforcement  of  unidirectionality  of  Runway  14/32. 


Letter  233:  Susan  M.  Horn 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


LETTER  234 


159  Trenton  Street 
East  Boston,  MA  02 1 28 
March  21,  1999 


MEPAandFAA: 


The  siege  Massport  is  waging  upon  East  Rr„t«n  a 
communities  is  no  less  historic  thT  a  ^  .u  °  suaounding 

detenninadon  to  bm  Ru^^Z^J"'^''  T  '™ 

and  social  impacts  is  UkTZ  shoth^r^^  IV^"^^  devastating  enviromnental 
resulting  from'  thousand  ^  ^cr^ed  ieTlvc  t  P"""*^""  ^'^ 

intolerable  hving  conditions  hL!^r,  ilT       T'^""'^'  P™°^^«^  '°  «^^ate     o  ,^  . 

someimagi^a:y'sount^fJ^c^X^rb^he^°""^'°^^^  ^^'^ 
homes.  QuaUty  of  life  is  the  issue-  ^oZfl  t^uJ"^  ""^  °^ 

East  Boston  is  expeneS  a  rJbinh  "J't'^y.<=°— ty  cannot  exist. 

actzviues  throughout  the^con^  Jty  F  'n^ deSm^^^^^  """^  ""^""^ 
IS  carefully  beine  studierf    tt,„  „     _  °f     Prec^us  wate*^^ 

Green  spai  TL^S"  in?:iirfo7::lrf  ^^'^  ^«        -'^'y-  ' 
taking  root  The  Eaele  Hill  ,  ^  Aounshmg  urban  enviromnent  is 

an  ion.ni^,^fTiris'Z::tZ  M  ""^  - 

Places.  Residents  are  excitrd\^th  r^  1  ^'^^'"^  of  Historic 

rebuild  their  heighboS  'he  developments  and  are  deciding  to  stay  and 

the  are'^^NOT  MrSn'rT""^  '"""^       ^  «^  "oon  throughout  ^^^'^ 

quality  of  life  w  ^Ld^o^^  !~  "  f  °^  '"^  -""'^  ^-e 

Instead,  people  move^^real  eLt  '  ''^"^fi'  ^^cted  communities. 

rates  increase.  ^Zn  ^yl^jfTf'T'''  '"^'^  '^rime 

decay.  The  only  "econoSSl^f  f  t""  """^  ''"^ 

design  auther  eLoachrutT.  ^Sd  isl^^^""  ~  "^''"-^ 

enviroiIiS;  b^  t'evfnt'  "^"'^  --^-'^  be 

many  dishonest  asse.«.:;:  M,r™:  Z'"^.''^"  -«^«'y  reflects  one  of 
aircraft  operations  is  NOT  env^Zel.T  1°'^T^  °^  ^"'^'<^  j« 


"Sing  -Si^ru-^riJ  tJt'Ss^^^r^r  rs^^^^  ^  -^'^•^ 

support.    It's  quite  apparent  inX  i  ?    "^'^  ""^^^  PO^tic^" 

consists  ofatteltstoEl  It.  T^^  "^^^^  ""^^Si^'  °f  the  90's" 
is  Masspott  andS  poS  2^7:^  ^!  1"'"    '7'  ^« 

morality.  It's  time  to  face  the  ^t,h!,Z.        .    .     "  ^  ^PP^^  abuse  of 
peak  hour  pricing  and  S^a^on  tI^S?.  "  f""^^  ^ 
beuer  than  buillg  n;wayT4/32   ^1"^  ■f.'^'^r 'T '^"^ 
weather  will  continue  to  «eate  aiiort^^r  ^  """^^  England 

Ungr^geS^trrtrnlTcS^^ 

.0  Sit  Sifrd^isr^rr^d-^r^r 

Massport:  Governor  CeUuccild  he^  f  '^"""^^"^S  '"'-^"'s  of 

recently  sWd  pnor  ,o  ^Mon  Governor  Cellucci 

strange  that  he  considers  hi"  ZT^'  of  .  f  of  flMifiLofiife''.   Isn't  it 

residents  adve,3ely  Sted  hv        .      ""P""^'  '^^  '^""^^ds  of 

strugglhigagainst^S^r^^lXr^er^^^^^^  « 
nse  ,0  the  ocCas.on.  NO  MORE  NO  M^R^POLriSoNr''^ 


Sincerely  yoi^ 
Craig  and  Lin 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  234 
Craig  and  Linda  Jolliffe 
Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


234.1 


234.2 


Public  Health  Effects 


The  pollution  and  noise,  resulting  from  thousands  of 
increased  jet  aircraft  operations,  promises  to  create 
intolerable  living  conditions. 


Alternatives  Impacts 


234.3     Alternatives        Peak  Period 
Pricing 


234.4 


[East  Boston  has  recently  undergone  some  significant 
rebirth  and  renewal.  The  proposed  airport  expansion  will 
counteract  that  by  driving  people  out  of  the  community.] 

It's  time  to  face  the  fact  that  Logan  is  already  saturated  and 
set  in  motion  peak  hour  pricing  and  slot  allocation.  This  will 
achieve  long  term  delay-reduction  far  better  than  building 
Runway  14/32. 


Response 

The  goals  of  the  Airside  Project  are  to  reduce  delay,  increase 
the  airport's  efficiency,  and  improve  airfield  safety  in  an 
environmentally  responsible  manner.  The  construction  of 
unidirectional  Runway  14/32  would  prevent  the  significant 
drop  in  airfield  capacity  that  now  occurs  during 
northwest  wind  conditions.  The  runway  would  not  increase 
Logan  Airport's  normal  operating  capacity  of 
approximately  120  operations  per  hour  which  is  available 
neariy  80  percent  of  the  year,  but  rather  would  allow  this 
capacity  to  be  maintained  more  consistently. 

Comment  noted. 


Regional  :  Regional 
Transportation  Airport 


Long  range  planning  should  focus  on  selecting  an  alternate 
airport. 


Neither  federal  nor  state  scoping  directives  required  an 
analysis  of  slotting.  Imposition  of  slot  controls  constitutes  a 
federal  policy  that  has  been  preempted  to  the  FAA  under 
federal  law  and  is  not  within  Massport's  jurisdiction.  Congress 
determined  that  the  slot  program  has  a  number  of  significant 
problems.  The  U.S.  DOT  has  studied  options  for  reducing  slot 
controls  at  airports.  As  a  result,  the  AIR-21  Act,  which  was 
enacted  in  March  2000,  eliminates  all  slots  at  three  of  the 
nations  slot  controlled  airports.  Slots  at  the  Chicago  O'Hare 
airport  will  be  eliminated  by  July  1 , 2002  and  slots  at 
New  York  LaGuardia  and  New  York  JFK  will  be  eliminated  by 
January  1, 2007.  PPP  represents  a  market  approach  that 
should  encourage  the  highest  value  services  to  use 
Logan  Airport  during  periods  of  scarce  capacity  without  the 
market  disruption  and  other  inefficiencies  related  to  slot 
control. 

The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  contain  an  analysis  of  PPP  as  a 
demand  management  alternative  at  Logan  Airport.  The 
analysis  indicates  that  PPP  is  an  effective  option  when 
airiines  schedule  beyond  the  normal  houriy  operating 
capacity  of  the  airport,  and  provides  an  assessment  of  the 
extent  of  the  benefits  of  PPP  under  such  circumstances.  See 
Section  4.5  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 

A  second  major  airport  is  not  a  solution  to  the  current  delay 
and  congestion  problems  at  Logan  Airport.  The  Proposed 
Project  to  reduce  delay  and  enhance  safety  at  Logan  Airport 
must  be  implemented  in  the  near  term  to  address  current  and 
future  operating  conditions 


Letter  234:  Craig  and  Linda  Jolliffe 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


LETTER  235 


Airport 

Dr.  and  iMrs.  Gilbert  R.  Lavoie 
422  Sumner  Street 
East  Boston,  MA  02128 
March  8,  1998 


A  VISION  FOR  LOGAN  AIRPORT 

More  Noise?  More  Pollution? 

What  will  more  noise  do  to  our  historic  as  well  as  our  modem  9^^^  1 

neighborhoods?  What  will  more  noise  do  to  our  harbor  recreation  involvmg 
boating,  swimmmg,  fishing,  wildlife  and  island  play  areas^ 

Let  us  not  wreck  our  beautiful  world  famous  landmark  known  as 
Boston.  As  was  done  at  the  Regan  International  Airport  in  Washington 
D.C.,  can  we  create  and  maintain  a  beautiful  small  airport  which  will 
complement  our  beautiful  city  while  allowing  recreation  work 
transportation,  and  even  wildlife  to  have  a  reasonable  access  to' the  city 
harbor,  harbor  islands,  and  ocean. 

As  in  D.C.,  Boston  has  no  room  to  expand.  As  in  D.C.,  Dulles  and  ^ 
Baltimore  Airports  alleviate  the  congestion.  We  can  alleviate  congestion  235.2 
with  not  only  Manchester  and  Green  Field  Airports  but  also  include 
Worcester  and  the  128  Air  Force  Base.  We  must  nurture  our  present  airport 
and  make  it  fit  in  with  and  work  to  support  our  present  roads,  parks 
neighborhoods,  and  work  places. 

This  plan  will  make  Boston  Better! 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  235 

Dr.  and  Mrs.  Gilbert  R.  Lavoie 
Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


235.1    ;  Noise 


Impacts 


235.2 


What  will  more  noise  do  to  our  tiistoric  as  well  as  our 
modem  neighbortioods?  Wliat  will  more  noise  do  to  our 
hartor  recreation  involving  boating,  swimming,  fishing, 
wildlife  and  island  play  areas? 


Regional  Regional        ^  We  can  alleviate  congestion  with  not  only  Manchester  and 

Alternatives       Airports  Green  Field  Airports  but  also  include  Worcester  and  the  1 28 

Air  Force  Base. 


Response 


Massport's  FAA-approved  sound  insulation  program  is  only  one 
element  of  the  noise  abatement  program.  For  a  discussion  of 
the  noise  abatement  program,  refer  to  the  discussion  in  the 
Logan  Airport  1994/1995  GBR  and  the  Logar)  Airport  1998 
Annual  Update.  Massport  has  existing  actions  initiatives 
undenway  that  reduce  noise  impacts  on  nearby  communities, 
including: 

Noise  abatement  and  runway  use  restrictions; 

Exploring  means  of  extending  the  Logan  Airport  sound 
insulation  program  through  innovative  investigation  of  hill 
effects  on  sound  propagation; 

Encouraging  growth  at  Worcester  Regional  Airport  and  other 
altemative  airports;  and 

Monitoring  and  improving  achievement  of  PRAS  goals.. 

The  Boston  Harbor  Islands,  while  within  the 

No  Action  Altemative  (Altemative  4) 

65  dB  Day-Night  Sound  Level  (dB  DNL)  contour,  will  have  no 

noise  increase  with  the  Preferred  Alternative.  Refer  to 

Section  6.3.3  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  additional 

discussion  of  parklands  relative  to  the  Preferred  Altemative. 


Noise  data  were  acquired  in  Roxbury  for  the  tests  of  the 
Runway  27  departure  procedure  in  the  winter  of  1991  to 
1992.  These  data  indicated  a  reasonable  correlation  between 
measurement  and  modeling  based  on  the  radar  tracks.  In 
1997,  a  permanent  noise  monitor  was  installed  in  the  Boston 
Latin  Academy  in  Roxbury  under  the  new  flight  path.  The 
data  for  part  of  1 997  were  reported  in  the  1 997  Annual 
Update  in  Table  5-5,  and  the  data  for  1998  were  reported  in 
the  1 998  Annual  Update  in  Table  5-6.  The  1 998  data  show 
both  the  total  noise  and  the  total  noise  from  aircraft,  as  well 
as  the  INM-calculated  values  of  DNL.  The  agreement  is 
excellent. 


Letter  235:  Dr.  and  Mrs.  Gilbert  R.  Lavoie 
Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


LETTER  236 

RiCHARDC.  Lynds  Esq 

90  HOMER  STREET  EAST  BOSTON.  MA  02  1  28 
6  1  7-568-9676 


March  14,  1999 


Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention  Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley-MEPA  Office 
100  Cambridge  Street  20^^  Floor 
Boston,  MA  02205 

RE:    EOEA  No.  10458 
Dear  Mr.  Pugsley; 


Logan  is  situTpH  n  i    a  u  surrounding  communities  already  know 


Mr,  Arthur  Pugsley-MEPA  Office 
March  14,  1999 
Page  2 


current  25  P""'""^''  ^ogan  will  increase  from  its 

vSl  0  v  T  ^""''"^'^ "^^^''^  45  million  passengers  by  the 

year  2010.  Furthermore,  operations  at  Logan,  which  currently  peak  at  1 20 
hour,  are  expected  to  increase  as  well.  WWle  Massport  d^Zt  th. '  aF 

Ha  Jfh-  P^vidence  Rhode  Island  and  Manchester  AiT,ort  in  New 

Hampshire  are  testament  that  regional  commuters  will  use  aitpom  olirthi 

toZ^  aTe'c    T''-  """^y-  However.  M^sport  on  mues 

to  Ignore  a  second  major  mrport  as  an  alternative  to  reducing  delays  at  Logan 

oranad^iSrirM^i^^^^^^^ 

ZZZTn  %TT  *^  ^"-^  blem  at 

thelr^^  7ed  demanrt  /  '^"^  ""^^  ^  meet 

tne  projected  demand  of  passengers  at  Logan,  a  new  ranway  will  be  necessarv 

expanln'o^r " 'fr''  " ^^^--^ Ltd  y^LTgan^or 

:=:rL:^— ^^^^^^ 

Major^l-TslirreS^^^^^^^ 

construction  would  have  taken  ten  tn  fift^.r, ,  '^^'"m  planning  to 

feasible  Hn«...     nave  laKen  ten  to  fifteen  years,  such  an  alternative  was  not 
feasible.  However,  that  decision  was  made  back  in  1989  Had  there  been  « 

burden  A^  M  "1 °"  =°"'"'"niti«  have  shouldered  enough  of  the 

~f      ^,^^P°« '"''ge^  through  the  environmental  review  procefwi  h  it's 
army  of  consultants,  the  communities  do  their  best  to  organize  agTs  a  „Tw  Mr 


Arthur  Pugsley-MEPA  Office 

March  14,  1999 

Pages 


ynds,  Esq. 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  236 
Richard  C.  Lynds,  Esq. 
Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Code     Topic  1  Topic  2 

236.1      Regional  Regional 
Transportation  Airports 


Comment 

The  success  of  airports  like  T.F.  Green  in  PFovidence  Rhode 
Island  and  Manchester  Airport  in  New  Hampshire  are 
testament  that  regional  commuters  will  use  airports  other  than 
Logan  to  avoid  delays,  traffic,  and  to  save  money. 


Response 

Chapter  2  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  provides  a  discussiori^" 
of  the  specific  role  played  by  the  regional  transportation 
alternatives  and  steps  that  Massport  has  taken  to  foster  use  of 
these  alternatives.  Massport  has  long  recognized  and  has  been  a 
proponent  of  options  to  Logan  Airport.  Together  with  the  regional 
airports,  Massport  has  implemented  a  regional  strategy  to 
enhance  the  use  of  options  to  Logan  Airport.  In  the 
Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR,  Massport  identified  up  to  7.3  million 
annual  passengers  that  could  be  absorbed  by  regional 
alternatives  that  include  use  of  T.F.  Green/Providence, 
Manchester  and  Worcester  Regional  airports,  as  well  as  the  new 
high-speed  rail  to  New  York.  In  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR, 
Massport  recognizes  that  these  developments  will  slow 
Logan  Airport's  passenger  traffic  growth.  Logan  Airport  may  not 
achieve  the  37.5  million  passenger  forecasts  until  after  201 0,  but 
rather  closer  to  201 5,  and  the  45  million  passenger  forecasts  may 
not  be  achieved  until  after  2020.  While  regional  alternatives  can 
play  an  important  role  in  reducing  the  rate  of  future  traffic  growth 
at  Logan  Airport,  they  do  not  address  Logan  Airport's  inability  to 
efficiently  accommodate  current  levels  of  demand  during 
northwest  wind  conditions.  Runway  14/32,  which  is  designed  to 
correct  the  problem  with  Logan  Airport's  layout,  is  necessary  to 
con-ect  this  deficiency  and  provides  clear  benefits  at  cun-ent 
aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will  only  increase  in  the  future, 
even  as  developments  at  the  regional  airports  act  to  reduce  the 
rate  of  future  growth  at  Logan  Airport.  Chapter  2  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  provides  a  discussion  of  the  specific 
role  played  by  the  regional  transportation  alternatives  and  steps 
that  Massport  has  taken  to  foster  use  of  these  altematives. 
Massport  has  long  recognized  and  has  been  a  proponent  of 
options  to  Logan  Airport.  Together  with  the  regional  airports, 
Massport  has  implemented  a  regional  strategy  to  enhance  the 
use  of  options  to  Logan  Airport.  In  the  Airside  Project  Draft 
EIS/EIR,  Massport  identified  up  to  7.3  million  annual  passengers 
that  could  be  absorbed  by  regional  altematives  that  include  use  of 
T.F.  Green/Providence,  Manchester  and  Worcester  Regional 
airports,  as  well  as  the  new  high-speed  rail  to  New  York.  In  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR,  Massport  recognizes  that  these 
developments  will  slow  Logan  Airport's  passenger  traffic  growth. 
Logan  Airport  may  not  achieve  the  37.5  million  passenger 
forecasts  until  after  201 0,  but  rather  closer  to  201 5,  and  the 
45  million  passenger  forecasts  may  not  be  achieved  until  after 
2020.  While  regional  altematives  can  play  an  important  role  in 
reducing  the  rate  of  future  traffic  growth  at  Logan  Airport,  they  do 
not  address  Logan  Airport's  inability  to  efficiently  accommodate 
cun-ent  levels  of  demand  during  northwest  wind  conditions. 
Runway  14/32,  which  is  designed  to  connect  the  problem  with 
Logan  Airports  layout,  is  necessary  to  con-ect  this  deficiency  and 
provides  clear  benefits  at  current  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These 
benefits  will  only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at 
the  regional  airports  act  to  reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at 
Logan  Airport. 


Letter  236:  Richard  0.  Lynds,  Esq. 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

236.2 

Regional 

Regional 

Massport  claims  that  alternatives  have  been  considered 

Comment  noted. 

Transportation 

Airports 

including  a  Second  Major  Airport  (SMA).  However,  since  the 
time  frame  from  planning  to  constnjction  would  have  taken 
ten  to  fifteen  years,  such  an  altemative  was  not  feasible. 
However,  that  decision  was  made  back  in  1989.  Had  there 
been  a  decision  to  really  work  towards  development  of  an 
SMA,  we  might  not  have  faced  this  problem  today  and  could 
be  well  on  our  way  to  much  needed  relief  for  our 
communities.  The  problem  is  not  that  an  SMA  was  not 
feasible,  but  that  Massport  was  focused  and  committed  to 
building  a  runway  at  Logan. 

I 


i 


I 


Letter  236:  Richard  C.  Lynds,  Esq. 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Submitted  4/8/99  by:  LETTER  237 

William  Manning 

1  Webster  Ave. 

East  Boston  MA  02128 

Gentlemen, 

I  live  and  work  in  East  Boston  and  so  the  issue  of  runway/airport  expansion 
has  twice  the  importance  for  me  as  it  might  for  some  people 

Plan  Violates  Commitments 

P'°P°''"         commitments  made  to  Logan-impacted 
configurauon.  These  commitments  were  the  result  of  a  community  planning 

articles  that  quoted  a  former  state  Secretaiy  of  Transporta^n  LdTfor^er 
execuuve  director  of  Massport,  both  of  whomknew  L  worlgof 
agreement  and  the  intent  of  those  words. 

[See  attached  document] 
Equitable  Distribution  Of  Noise 

Another  rational  for  Massport's  proposal  for  a  new  runway  is  for  the 

Sbutr ^S^"- •  the  noL  i  only 
be  Astnbuted  among  die  same  neighborhoods  diat  have  always  had  to  beL 
die  enviromnental  burden  of  an  expanding  aiiport. 

That  must  stop. 

To  distribute  noise  equitably  would  mean  to  site  jet  service  closer  to  where 
over  55%  of  Logan  s  passengers  coming  from  die  Route  128  /495  belts,  diat 


Logan  Aiiport 
Final  G  E I R 


n.  PLANNED  ACTIVITIES 


INTRODUCTION 


P'r'"?'^''  "■'"•"/'•d't'nnine  those 

n^fo^ti^r**  'S'^'  ^^'^  ^  "^"'^^^i  ^«  P«5ent  facilities  and  the 

renovaUcm  of  aging  or 
r        ^^f^"***  enhancement  of  ground  transportSion  access 
Spt"dL&':^:S!^       ^^TT^*  of  airfleld'lup^;^;:^', 
Prind^ti  edd^^.\Slf^         modernization  program.  It  explains  the 
S^lf^n!^  *  <leyelopment  and  implemenUtlon  of  the  program  and 
pwj^  mTJ^^^m  ."^"^  ^""^  anticipated  for  the  i^di^dual 
aS\S'p^!^^^J?^°^  ^"^^  Massachusetts  Environmental  Policy 

"  app^pl'^^*''  Project-spednc  Environmental  Notification  Forms  (ENFs). 

23^11^^?^"*  «»f«ntly  serves  approximately  6.600  peak  hour  passengers  and 
ml  fuT^tL^r         J^-^^™^"^'-  Pl--ng  has  been  has  Jon  a 
J^m^aiw "'^^^  ^'^^  infrastructure  would 

annuVuy  Passengers.  12.400  at  peak  hour  and  45  million 


PLANNING  ORTKfTIVFS  FOR  LOQAN  Amx>ni>^ 


xones^ S,e^^  difi  •^/T'^  ™'  ^  "'^^^  of  land  use 

and  ^h«t^??^'Sl^*^"^*^^P°^^  1''™^"^.  <=^o  facilities. 

Iand\^«  ^!^!!,?fS-         recommendaUons  for  the  distribution  of  airport 

iTe  aS;^rtt4S^^^"'  <^-Jo^nt  of 

^thet-^LtJ^^^^^^^^  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

yineK.assachusetts  Highway  Department  assessed  a  Third  Harbor  Tunnel 


Post-It'  -ax  Note  7671 

'°   Que /WVV^(j/(^ 

CoyOepi. 

Co. 

Knons  f         '  '  

TuTi                         ■  — 

Ptxjne  « 

Fax  « 

eamin.  »ltem«i,«  fo  "be  "e^  '^f  ^l»"atic„  Stud,  o 

«*paaty,  widebody  aircraft-  anH  /v«,f »  ^    higher  passenger 

Airport         ,t  idenuSLlSl       modernization  .tudies  for  iZ^ 
operational  efficiency  Sl^S,.    toprovement,  that  wou^d  increai 
«udie.  waa  to:    ■  "1«nn,e„tai  impacts,  lie^^f Hese 

■  -'tS^ra!'^''''--^^-'"'^u.daHea.n.„wa^.andn.„„a. 

■  U:r:i?'''«=^'"-«»''^^>c*i.-tio,topr.^d.f„ral,t„.ofai,port 

■  'SrtiSS;;^;a^r*^'''"-^-^--«.^eaitpo„a„. 

Over  Uiepa^t  two  veaw  vr  »'  5  . 

J^"ung.tuC:'S'^'^  ^.t-J^'^  planning  and 


'2  PliwedAcUvitiea 
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VI.  MITIGATION 


iNTRODucrrnM 


i^S^  ^t^?;^  T  ^  '"^"^'^^^  ^«  environmental  u^pacts 

^me^oTLr,^  ^"^^  been  a  conslS^ 

this  Generic  EoSTnil  ;  ??  ~">Pf«^«nsive  review  oflong-tenn  impacts  in 
a.  etiectlve  mitigation  procedures  for  the  future  operation  of  Logan 

Phase  I  and  Ph2e Tf1;!°T^TP  <f,^        future  operational  scenarios, 
mitigation,  tS^Ug^lS!,^/^^^^     demonstrate  that,  with  appropriate 

BasSine  dniU^ns^^r^S,  "       '^^"""^      ^  ^'P'  t^'e  1987 

is  the  naJ^n^. ?    i  Involving  45  million  annual  passengers  This 

ort^^TZIrt^r^r^^  ^  ^^^^         LOGIC  Study^hase^ 

^  under  the  more  moderate  expectations  of  Massport  technical  staff. 

^teSi^  ^^^^  l^S^^tSirting 

rt  w^l^l^L        "^''^^f  °"  commitments.  In  support  of  thTgo^. 
S^er^InrrJ     J^r^  mitigaUon  policies  and  further  will 

order  to  me^u^^' "^S^^.  SV.T"^  associated  with  airport  operations  in 
Drft<r«Tn  vT     '°P*<="      to  determine  the  efiect  veness  of  the  mitipation 
tr^l  V  ""'^"^  P^'P^^  ^  ^«  ^""^  '^P<i^^s  regarding  g^Ld  ^ 

^S^r«"°r'      ^  ^^'y-      P^>^"^        a  GEmTvery  five 
ft^Sal^^l^^^.r^'r*  ^  demonstrate  whether  Massport  is  achie^ng 

^tS^l^i  GE^iub^'  ^^f^^^S'^  '"^^'^^^^'^  P-^«d 
growth  future  pSen^r^ri^^^^  ^^'^^^  passenger  demand 
mitigation  p'S^L^S:  "^^^^  ^^^"^^ 

JrllV^'ilSron^^^^        '^"^^"^^  -^'^^  Massport  will  undertake, 

mitirat^ln  m?/  ^  miUgaUon  measures  are  described  as  well  as  additional 

reSig  each  t^ti^^^^^^^^  '^^^^^^^^  ^-^-^^^ 


Mitigation 


Discusdon  between  the  w^Ctfa^^M  "  '^'J"^'' ^[^^^g  Prcce^. 
J^sulted  in  the  develonmr.Ir^^  ^      Mas«port  about  the  future  of  the  afrrvvw 
Plan,  which  estifea^^^^^^^       f ^  Ai^n^^'^'' 
airport  Guidelines  ^ development  at  t^e 
along  ^vith  other  Pollcies^Sn^^^^l^^       ^^'^  estabUshed 
ojmmunlty  and  environmen^o^;^^^!!^:       ««f  ^"^e  to 
Plan  were  intended  to  guide  decS^^  r       S *  ^^'""^  ^      ^976  Master 
five-  to  ten.year  period^!!  ^«      ^""^  over  the  subsequent 

havehelped'foJS^:^^^^^^^ 

the  Noise  RuJej,  the  *S  ^Jl  m      1^*°'  mitigation  initiativesVuch  as 
PreferenUalHuiway^fatt^^sX^^^ 

wiU  continue  to  be  accc«S.Xt^'  ^t^o"u5^  hasT^and 
or  ain^rt  physical  bounZS  M^.^^'n^^^        a""'"^  "^"^^  ^P^^^ 
designed  to  improve  the  aW^v    ,  ?l       ''^"*t«<l «  ni<«or  new  project 
lapact  on  the  ^naL  jnlty        '  "^^^^^'hood  edge  and  reduce  the  k^Ss 

Passport  Is  committed  to  a  n»^»^- 

Inevitable  growth  in  pas^nSTd^I^f^T'^  ^«  *">Pa^  of  the 

m^or  policy  commlt^e^  ^S^lSt^^  >?f*^Jf     ^  ^^^ow  the 

Wan  Airport  Mast^Plat^^*?^.^?^  ^  chapter  including  the  1976 
Environmental.  S  wd  s^f!"!^"^^  ^^'^  Agreement;  the 
^source,  to  coiim^^'^tps  ^^^^^^  of  technic^ 

l^^^LoffinAirEortMastej^ 

Masspotx  preseSVts  oSe  of  h^.'  Master  Plan 

economic  needs  with  the  S  !n  i  "P"^^  transportation  and 

has  provided  ^l<Unce  ^M^^  '  ^  .L^tT^^^^^  P^^ 
MaasportwiU  continue  to foK^JS^J^^^^^^^^^ 

The  Master  Plan  addressed  »{t  u 

ground  access,  the  Pl^g  p^''^j^L"^:  "^l^.  land  use. 

areas,  the  Master  Plan  ideSS? '      f®™*^^«  a^ion.  In  each  of  theU 
the  notatJe  actions  wS  h^^fS  ^t'?'"^^*'  '"'^  ^^°P^  Among 
Abatement  Program  incIuS!^-  ^«  Noise 

jwidences;  the  divestitu«  of  ^S^T     ^^dP">ofi"«  schools  and 
Hoad  relccation  progn^  '  P^f         East  Boston;  the  Neptune 

continuing  comm^unfl^^^^J^J^^^^^^   -i^iatlves;  and  an  active  a'nd 

^•2  Mitiijation 


J 
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Letter  237 
William  J.  Manning 
Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

237.1 

Mitigation 

Initiatives 

The  Massport  proposals  violate  commitments  made  to 
Logan-impacted  neighbortioods  not  to  expand  the  airports 
physical  size  or  mnway  configuration... These 
understandings  are  referred  to  in  Massport's  1991  General 
Environmental  Impact  Review  [Generic  Environmental 
Impact  Report]'. 

Massport  disagrees  with  this  statement. 

237.2 

Noise 

Impacts 

Another  rational  [sic]  for  Massport's  proposal  for  a  new 
runway  is  for  the  equitable  distribution  of  noise. ...  To 
distribute  noise  equitably  would  mean  to  site  jet  service 
closer  to  where  the  passengers  who  benefit  from  that 
sen/ice  begin  and  end  their  trips. 

Comment  noted. 

Letter  237:  William  J.  Manning 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


BCC: 

From: 
'■>ject  : 
e : 

.ach: 
Certify: 
Priority: 
Defer  until: 
Expires : 
Forwarded  by; 


Arthur  Pugsley®MEPA@EOEA 
<BIJOM@aol . com> 

Runway  14/32  Environmental  Review 
Thursday,   April  22,    1999     5:51:38  EDT 


LETTER  238 


N 

Normal 


Webster  Avenue  1 
Boston,  MA  02129  East 
21.   1999  April 

Arthur  Pugsley 
MEPA 

100  Cambridge  St. 
Boston,   MA  02128 


Pugsley, 

justice  guidelines,   and  an  attemot  to  nn2i^  I'         violation  of  environmental 

that  were  made  to  surroundinrcommun?ties  in^thr^'^'?  ^° .  ^^P^^^  Logan  00" 

previous  air  and  lands.de  i.p'rovemen\^^^?Lt\L'LL%^^^,e\°hirS  harb^^^^L^el 

cSmeS  initT^^^^^^^^^^  in  noise  that  is 

-guaranteed  because  there  is  no  auar^n^So  ^  ^ew  runway  can't  be 

runway  will  only  attract  new  aif^rSfJc  °iust'f"''''S^^i  ^^Z^^.  The 

new  auto  traffic,  and  will  add  to  the'nolsrand^poL^utiof  1^^^^^^^ 

Bop,   I^IJ^^^  n\^IghboV^wLTfi?^^r  ^^^^  ^^^^  - 

expense  and  intended  as  a  neiahbo^hnin"''^         "'^^""^  P^^^'   ^^^^^  ^reat 
neighborhood  will  get  thl  ?un  b?Sn?  of ,  ''^^^  P^^^  ^he  Lrround 

is  allowed  to  be  constructed!  ^^""^  ^^^^^^  ^^d  landing  if  14/32 

There  is  too  great  a  reliance  on  Loaan  as  i>   s o        ^         •  ■ 

facilities  and  capacity  will  onlv  mlk^  ?f  '   ^"""^  additional  expansion  of 

future  traffic  over  the  next  2  0  yea?s  wn/°''r-.''^^^P°^^'^  projection  of  2Sfl 
-•'^er  hard-hit  communities.  unlivaMe     rll  ^^^"^  ^inthrop  and 

.mate  of  so-called  eguivalenr  Projected  "conservative" 

c     V  by  50%  over  the  next  decaSe  ^P^^^tions,   furthermore,    is  expected  t 


o 


The  benefits  of  further  conversion  to  Stage  3  aircraft  fnr-t-ho^ 
grossly  overstated  vis  a  vis  fuMir-^  n^?oI  ?      f^^^ratt,  furthermore,  are 
also  establishes  that  thirproiect  mus^  L  ^^^^^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^^^^  Policy 

stimulating  growth  in  aircraf?  ooeratfon^  .^T^"^^""^^  ^""^  evaluated  as 
the  contrary  are  ludicrous        as  are  .>f/?  Logan    so  Massport's  claims  to 
h  the  FAi's  own  statistics.  """"^^^^  ''^^^^  conflict 

Environm^Stl/poJ^^y'L^'  ^L^'  no?^^xpJir^S  ijf  the.National 

it,   including  the  development  Sf  a  n^^^f?  all  the  alternatives  available  to 

and    peak  pricing  alternatives  airport,  use  of  Hanscom  field, 

""^slltlU^^^^^^^  ^^e  community  and 

well-beini  of  the  neighborhoods  if  ha^  of tertreateHith"!?'"?  °' 

years.  That  treatment  is  in  stark  consh^^^^t-o    f  contempt  over  the 

communities  that  surround^Hanscom  "eld^'^'n'^he  L^A^'s^cor^^^ 

up  more  than  half  of  Logan's  Massachusetts  passengers  ^^o  make 

Ufty^Sf  ?ife?'do°norgrfnt  Mas^p^r^t^the^^^^^  ^^^^^^^  °- 

it  so  richly  do4sn't  deserve     ^^^^^^^^  certification  it  seeks  and  which 


It  so  richly  doesn't  deserve. 
Sincerely, 

William  J.  Manning 
1  Webster  Avenue 
East  Boston,   MA  02128 
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Letter  238 
William  Manning 
Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Code 
238.1 


Topic  1 

General 
Opposition 


Topic  2 


Comment 


238.2    !  Alternatives        Runway  14/32 


[The  Logan  expansion]  is  environmentally  unsound,  a 
violation  of  environmental  justice  guidelines,  and  an  attempt 
to  undo  agreements  not  to  expand  Logan  that  were  made  to 
surrounding  communities  in  the  early  '90s  in  exchange  for 
previous  air  and  landside  improvements  that  included  the 
third  hattor  tunnel. 

Runway  14/32  will  cleariy  have  an  adverse  impact  on  yet 
another  area  of  East  Boston,  the  Jeffries  Point 
neighbor. .  .exhaust  and  jet  noise  will  blow  directly  back  into 
that  heavily  populated  community. 


Response 

Massport  disagrees  with  this  statement. 


The  dispersion  modeling  results  indicate  that  concentrations  of 
pollutants  will  be  below  the  NAAQS  at  all  times.  The 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  reports  worst-case  conditions, 
meaning  air  quality  will  be  better  than  this  under  almost  all 
conditions.  A  full  year  of  actual  weather  data  was  used  to 
conduct  the  dispersion  analysis.  In  summary,  actual  wind 
conditions  have  been  used  to  model  pollutant  concentrations  at 
Jeffries  Point,  where  no  violations  of  the  NAAQS  were 
projected.  Furthemiore,  Runway  14/32  will  primarily  be  used  for 
arrivals.  Also  it  will  not  increase  the  number  of  operations 
during  northwest  winds,  but  will  allow  projected  operations  to  be 
accommodated  with  fewer  delays.  One-hour  VOC 
concentrations  (used  as  an  indicator  of  odor)  increase  only 
slightly  at  Jeffries  Point  with  the  Preferred  Alternative,  when 
compared  to  the  No  Action  Alternative.  The  predicte;;  ncrease 
is  so  small  that  changes  in  odor  will  remain  imperce;  .  LMe,  as 
measured  against  the  No  Action  Altemative.  Concentrations 
decrease  at  all  other  receptors  with  the  Preferred  Altemative. 

The  proposed  projects  evaluated  under  each  of  the 
alternatives  are  located  on  the  existing  airfield. 
Implementation  of  any  of  the  proposed  projects  will  not 
physically  change  the  urban  characteristics  or  the  design  of 
the  built  environment  within  adjacent  communities  when 
compared  to  the  No-Action  Alternative.  Off-airport  noise 
impacts  from  the  Preferred  Alternative  are  discussed  in 
Section  6.2  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 


Letter  238:  William  Manning 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


238.3 


238.4 


238.5 


Ground  Access  to 

Transportation  Logan 


Massporf  s  projection  of  future  traffic  over  the  next  20  years 
will  make  East  Boston,  Winthrop  and  other  hard-hit 
communities.  unlivable.[sic]  Their  projected  "conservative" 
estimate  of  so-called  equivalent  jet  operations,  furthermore, 
is  expected  to  grow  by  50%  over  the  next  decade. 


Noise 


Hushkitted 
Aircraft 


The  benefits  of  further  conversion  to  Stage  3  aircraft, 
furthemiore,  are  grossly  overstated  vis  a  vis  future  noise 
levels  at  Logan. 


Environmental 

Review 

Process 


FAA/NEPA 


...  federal  policy  also  establishes  that  this  project  must  be 
considered  and  evaluated  as  stimulating  growth  in  aircraft 
operations  at  Logan,  so  Massport's  claims  to  the  contrary 
are  ludicrous. 


Response 


In  1998, 77  percent  of  Logan  Airport's  jet  traffic  affected 
communities  to  the  north  and  south  of  the  airport- 
East  Boston,  Winthrop,  Revere,  parts  of  South  Boston, 
Dorchester,  Quincy,  Milton,  and  Braintree.  Without 
Runway  14/32,  as  much  as  88  percent  of 
Logan  Airport's  aircraft  operations  will  overfly  these 
communities  when  Logan  Airport  reaches 
37.5  million  passengers.  Construction  of  Runway  14/32  will 
allow  a  more  balanced  geographic  distribution  of 
aircraft  operations  over  populated  areas,  will  increase  the 
number  of  over-water  operations,  and  will  reduce 
noise  exposure  for  close-in  communities.  Furthermore,  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  also  demonstrates  the  more 
equitable  balance  of  noise  impacts  among  communities 
surrounding  Logan  Airport  that  can  be  achieved  with  the 
Preferred  Alternative  as  opposed  to  the  imbalance  that 
occurs  today  no  would  occur  in  the  future  if  no  action  is  taken. 

PRAS  noise  goals  are  based  on  the  fact  that  DNL  levels 
above  75  dB  are  considered  unacceptable  for  residential  land 
use  and  that  DNL  levels  above  70  dB  are  also  excessively 
high  and  should  be  reduced  if  feasible.  PRAS 
recommendations  are  thus  designed  to  shift  operations  off  of 
njnways  where  these  high  levels  still  exist  -  primarily  in 
Winthrop  and  to  the  north  of  Logan  Airport  in  East  Boston  and 
Revere. 


The  study  does  not  overstate  the  benefit  of  further  conversion 
to  Stage  3  aircraft  on  future  noise  levels.  It  uses  two  fleet 
scenarios  in  which  almost  all  aircraft  meet  Stage  3 
requirements,  either  as  hushkitted  Stage  2  aircraft  or  new 
Stage  3  aircraft,  and  three  fleet  scenarios  in  which  all  the 
aircraft  meet  Stage  3  requirements.  I^ost  of  the  aircraft  are 
new  high-bypass,  engine-powered  Stage  3  aircraft.  Many  of 
the  hushkitted  aircraft  have  been  retired. 


The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  respond  to  federal  and  state  scoping  directives 
and  applicable  F/VA  environmental  orders  and  all  other  NEPA 
and  MEPA  requirements,  and  provide  appropriate  analytical 
content  for  assessing  alternatives. 


Letter  238:  William  l\/lanning 

Private  Citizens;  East  Boston 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Code     Topic  1  Topic  2  Comment  Response 


238.6 

:  Delay 

Model 

:  Massporf  s  delay  models  are  in  conflict  with  the  FAA's  own      Refer  to  Section  4.4  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a 

i  statistics.                                                   discussion  on  the  estimation  and  modeling  of  flight  delays.  It 

includes  a  description  of  FAA  and  U.S.  DOT  delay  measures 

and  their  limitations,  an  explanation  of  computer  models  for 

estimating  flight  delays,  and  historical  data  on  delays  at 

Logan  Airport  and  other  major  United  States  airports.  The 

methodology  used  for  the  Airside  Project  includes  the  effects 

1  of  constraints  at  Logan  Airport,  and  produces  lower  delay 

1  estimates  than  FAA  modeling.  The  FAA  approved  all  the 

models,  which  have  been  validated  in  previously  published 

;  studies  of  Logan  Airport. 

:  The  FAA  Technical  Center  was  responsible  for  the  capacity  and 

delav  results  in  the  1 992  FAA  Caoacitv  Enhanrpmpnt  Rpnnrt 

for  Loaan  Airoorf  that  concludpd  fhp  nppri  fnr  Rnnwau  I4n9 

reduced  minimums  and  taxiway  improvements.  The  Technical 

Center  simulated  Loaan  Aimort  airfipiri  nnpratinnt;  with  thp 

li^i  \jm  iijiuii.f\j  ^^y^ai  1  nil  lJ\Ji  L  aillldU  wUd  ullUI  lo  Will  i  U  Ic 

RDSIM  model  and  estimated  that  whpn  artivitv  rparhpri 

504,000  annual  operations,  total  delay  would  exceed 

260,000  hours  per  year.  The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIS 

forecasts  delays  to  increase  to  157,500  hours  per  year  when 

annual  operations  reach  51 0,000  with  the  29M  Low  Fleet 

scenario.  The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  compares  the  FAA 

Technical  Center  delay  estimates  in  1992  with  those  of  the 

Logan  Airside  Project  estimates.  The  FAA  has  concluded  that 

the  Airside  delays  represent  "a  plausible  and  conservative 

estimate...." 

;  The  FAA  consistently  rates  Logan  Airport  as  one  of  the  most 

:  delay  prone  airports  in  the  United  States  Logan  Airport's 

estimated  annual  delay  hours  are  over  five  times  the  FAA's 

20,000-hour  threshold  for  a  severely  delayed  airport. 

Letter  238:  William  Manning 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Code 
238.7 


Topic  1 


Environmental 

Review 

Process 


Topic  2 

NEPA 


Comment 


Response 


IVIassport,  in  violation  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act,  has  not  explored  all  the  alternatives  available  to  it, 
including  the  development  of  a  new  major  airport,  use  of 
Hanscom  Field,  and  peak  pricing  alternatives. 


In  January  2000,  in  response  to  the  FAA's  review  of  the  Draft 
EIS,  the  FAA  called  for  preparation  of  a  Supplemental  Draft 
EIS  to  address  specific  issues  identified  by  the  FAA  following 
input  from  a  SDEIS  Panel  consisting  of  six  persons. 

A  second  major  airport  is  not  a  solution  to  the  current  delay 
and  congestion  problems  at  Logan  Airport.  The  Proposed 
Project  to  reduce  delay  and  enhance  safety  at  Logan  Airport 
must  be  implemented  in  the  near  term  to  address  current  and 
future  operating  conditions. 

The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  specifically  considered  the  role  of  Hanscom  Field 
in  the  analysis  of  regional  alternatives.  Hanscom  Field,  which 
serves  as  a  general  aviation  reliever  airport  to  Logan  Airport, 
already  accommodates  a  significant  number  of 
aircraft  operations  (183,000  operations  in  1998).  The 
Hanscom  Field  activity  includes  private,  business,  charter, 
and  air  taxi  operations  that  might  othera/ise  use 
Logan  Airport.  Since  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  was 
filed.  Shuttle  America,  a  newly  founded  airline,  began 
commercial  scheduled  operations  at  Hanscom  Field,  offering 
limited  turboprop  services  to  short-haul  regional  markets  - 
Trenton,  Buffalo,  Hartford  (discontinued),  Wilmington, 
Delaware  (discontinued),  and  Greensboro.  Shuttle  America  is 
also  conducting  operations  between  Hanscom  and 
New  Yori<  LaGuardia  Airport.  While  Massport  supports 
commercial  service  at  Hanscom  Field  consistent  with  its 
established  policy  (60-seat  regulation),  it  believes  that 
Hanscom  Field  will  maintain  its  role  as  a 
major  general  aviation  reliever,  and  that  its 
geographic  proximity  to  Logan,  Worcester  Regional  and 
Manchester  airports  will  prevent  its  development  as  a 
significant  commercial  airport.  Additionally,  commuter  airiines 
sen/ing  Logan  Airport  are  unlikely  to  move  a 
significant  number  of  flights  from  Logan  Airport  to 
Hanscom  Field,  since  approximately  50  percent  of 
passengers  on  Logan  Airport's  commuter  flights  connect  to 
other  Logan  Airport  flights.  However,  any  new  commercial 
service  initiatives  proposed  for  Hanscom  Field  shall  be 
reviewed  for  consistency  with  the  Hanscom  GEIR  (HGEIR), 
its  Annual  Updates,  and  applicable  regulatory  limitations,  and 
shall  be  considered  by  the 

Hanscom  Field  Advisory  Committee.  Refer  to  Section  2.6  of 
the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  discussion  of 
Hanscom  Field.  The  environmental  impacts  of 
commercial  services  at  Hanscom  Field  are  summarized  from 
the  HGEIR  and  appear  in  Appendix  B  of  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR. 

Section  4.5  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  provides  an 
updated  discussion  of  PPP  at  Logan  Airport  and  an  analysis 
of  the  implications  of  an  illustrative  conceptual  small 
community  exemption  program. 

PPP  was  included  among  the  Airside  Project  alternatives  to 
address  delays  caused  by  over-scheduling.  The  potential 
impact  of  PPP  on  the  fleet  mix  at  Logan  Airport  is  discussed 
in  Section  4.5.2  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 
Section  4.5.3  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  provides  an 
analysis  of  a  PPP  Exemption  program. 


Letter  238:  William  Manning 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


173  Lexington  Street 

Mr.  Robert  Durand,  Secirtaxy  ^  Boston,  MA  02128 

Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Af&ixs  ,  r-r-r^^ 

100  Cambridge  Street  LETTFR  ?'^Q 

Boston.  MA  02202  LL  I  I  LR  iLO^ 

March  8,  1999 

Dear  Secretary  Durand, 

A5  a  life  long  residort,  environmental  activist  and  homeowner  in  East  Boston  T  writ. 
Massport's  proposed  runway  14/32,  which  has  very  little  to  do  I  write  to  urge  you  to  oppose 

expansic«  of  capacity  at  Lo^n.  According  to  f^sp^?^^^^  '^^^  to  do  with 

only  20«/o  of  the  time  AND  would  be  effe^v^  oT^^t^e^,  7r^.  T^^'  """^^  ^^'^  ^^'^^^ 
today's  levels.  Tl,e  pennan^t  e^^ira^^^l^  be  i^^  t  ^"  ^  ^^^^ 

justified  by  this  short-sighted,  ineffective  prop^  °>at  wouJd  be  inflicted  on  Boston  residents  cannot  be 

pennanaitly  andLgerousTCa^^t^rr  and  auto  traffic  caused  by  Logan  w,II  be 

operations  ^runway'lTS^r^o^^^^  ^^^^  14/32, 

Roshndale,  West  RoxburyTd  Brod^^^i  ^       Dorchester,  Jamaica  Plain. 

33  (aSecti,^  East  C^S^^^^^T"  ^  ^^'^^^^  ^6.495  annually  Operations  on  runway 
increS.  6.08fn;r^l  !^  ^inthrep-  Melrose)  w,",!  ' 

^^^^^^^^^^^^  ^TJ-^-nfo-^onispublicIyavailablemthe  Federal  2 

can  claim  the  Logan  has  a  "dehy  pr^l^^^         ^  ^!f^^  ^  Passport 

capacity"  goalT^e  ide^  ntmL  S^^'es^^  ^I'^'^u         '^^^'^  '''S^ 
nationaUy  from  anport  to  ^Tjl^^  ^i"''  Capacity)  varies 

detenmnati^of^nm™^^^^^  ISO  p.anes  per  Hour.  T.e 

h-^Tl";^^^^^^^ 

th;  feet  that  because  of  ir"Z:.,r^°T^  ^-'V  Popuiated  urban  areas  must  acceot 

according  to  the 

•ligh  delay"  ^iwJisb^^^^,  ,0  2,^'  k°  """IT"       ^""'^    ^'^  = 
goals  to  a  nwre  i^istic  90  X^^Tot  fllf ^I*^  ==P'>^'t>'  >f«^=y  their 

problem.  ^  ^'TX-ts),  Logan  wouJd  not  have  a  serious  delay 

14/32  will  have  00  hmnan  beings  becau^.  JZ^    r      i      '  '"'^  "l"^  impact 

into  account  health  nnpacts  (B^»Trer  c1^  fJ^lZ^  ,°  "^"^^^  '^^  ^'^  does  n«  take      9 ' 

respiratory  inftctionTvels  in  "  '''^>' I"*"'  emphysema  and 

take  into  conside«ion  d,e  »  ^^M^dt^.l^/^^^^'"'  Pl^=  ^-i  car  fame.).  n,e  EIS  does  not 
not  include  the  negative  indeji^^,  ^T^^  oH.fe  ,ssj,es  of  Boston's  mner  city  residents.  TT,e  EIS  does     „ , 
City's  futur.  los.^  '^XZ^'J^^:^'tT^  f  ™«  Pa*s,  nor  the  2 

longer  stand  .he  per«ste.t  and  ex^^p^fn^s^^fiL'T^''^  ^  *^  "° 

ve  piane  noise  and  fimes.  These  are  senous  concerns  diat  demand  jwur 


attention.  Please  reject  Nfasspoit's  EN  am,^^^4i. 

commercial  conmimer  planes  MaWS  "■T^''  ^  ^<Uo 

Another  alternative  which  MassDort  has  h««.m™ii;«^*  •  , 

mai^gen^t  tool  whid,  is  v^^t^S!rjS!r«7        "  ''^"<»" a  demand 
industry.  For  profit  ^^^^^i^^^^^^^^  as  «ell  as  Ae  electee  utility 

society.  pn&nx^ivesnuanotoverrSl^e^^eSS^?^^^  In  a  democrati7 

power  and  political  clout  to  become  a  nl^Tt^^Tto  '  "T"  "^^-^ 

this  tool  a  >rar  long  trial  implememalion  ^^IS^  T  "™ageiMnt  and  should  at  least  eive 

.^gerandhardshiUr^S;::Sn.t:r^!^t<L'f^^ 

closely  wid.  the  FAA.  admits  oo  their  ^ebsite^^^^^^J'^^'r"  Sy^em  Center,  which  woHcs 
by  constructing  additional  runways".  ° and  predicted  demands  on  airports  cannot  be  met 

L^uStTXr^m;:^!!? 

(butaccordingtoM^rt^S*^^^  My^-.-^^ 

write  this,  a  plane  passes  over  my  house  eveiv2^,Zf "  Ti    T''™''^  proof  windows).  As  I 

numberoffl,gbts„r.w3y33T,rS^rryrr^aL:^r£^ 
Sincerely, 

Regina  M.  Mardii 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  239 
Regina  M.  Marchi 
Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


239.1    :  Analysis  Planning 
Assumptions/  Period 
Methodologies 


239.2    ;  Delay 


According  to  l\/!assport's  MEPA  EIS  report,  tiie  runway  would 
reduce  delays  only  20%  of  the  tinne  AND  would  be  effective  only 
until  the  year  2003,  when  delays  at  Logan  will  be  at  or  above 
today's  levels.  The  permanent  environmental  damage  that 
would  be  inflicted  on  Boston  residents  cannot  be  justified  by  this 
short-  sighted,  ineffective  proposal. 


Model 


Massport's  EIS  report  makes  the  case  for  a  new  runway  at 
Logan,  but  doesn't  mention  that  every  year  since  1 992,  delays 
at  Logan  have  gone  down  or  remained  stable.  ...Federal 
Aviation  Administration's  1998  ACE  (Airport  Enhancement 
Capacity)  Report.  The  only  reason  that  Massport  can  claim  the 
Logan  has  a  "delay  problem,"  is  because  Massport  chooses  to 
use  exceedingly  high  "maximum  capacity"  goals. 


Response 

Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  Airport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions 
are  tal<en,  runway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high 
as  333,000  hours  under  a  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  Alternative  produces  immediate  and  long-term 
benefits  by  lowering  runway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had 
been  in  place  in  1 998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the 
future  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of  the 
regional  alternatives,  the  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario  is  not 
expected  to  be  achieved  until  201 5.  The  sooner  airside 
efficiencies  are  implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accme  over 
time.  Section  4.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows  that 
delay  reduction  benefits  increase  overtime  as  traffic  levels 
increase. 

Logan  Airport  flight  delays,  as  measured  by  the  FAA,  did 
decline  between  1993  and  1997.  Nevertheless,  the  same  data 
show  that  Logan  Airport  was  consistently  ranked  as  one  of  the 
nation's  most  delayed  airports  throughout  this  period.  In  1998, 
delayed  flights  at  Logan  Airport,  as  reported  by  the  FAA 
increased  by  more  than  30  percent  and  continued  to  increase 
in  2000.  In  2000,  Logan  was  the  second  most  delayed  airport  in 
the  United  States  for  arrivals.  This  represents  the  worst  rank  in 
Logan  Airport's  history. 

There  are  three  reasons  for  the  decline  in  delays  between  1993 
and  1 997.  First,  in  1 997,  the  number  of  houriy  scheduled  flights 
was  less  than  Logan  Airport's  normal  operating  capacity  of 
120  flights  per  hour,  unlike  1993,  when  airiines  scheduled 
flights  well  beyond  Logan  Airport's  houriy  capacity.  Second, 
Logan  Airport's  houriy  demand  profile  is  flatter  than  it  was  in 
1993.  Airiines  are  spreading  scheduled  flights  throughout  the 
day  taking  advantage  of  Logan  Airport's  off-peak  hours  (e.g.,  10 
AM  to  1  PM).  Finally,  airiines  are  carrying  more  passengers  per 
flight.  In  fact,  with  roughly  the  same  number  of  flights  as  in 
1993,  Logan  Airport  accommodated  over  3  million  more 
passengers.  One  reason  for  this  is  that  the  regional  carrier 
network  sen/ing  New  England  is  more  efficient.  In  1993,  there 
were  three  regional  carrier  systems  sen/ing  2.1  million  regional 
passengers  at  Logan  Airport.  Since  1994,  Logan  Airport  has 
been  sen/ed  by  two  regional  airiine  systems  (Business 
Express,  now  American  Eagle,  and  US  Airways  Express). 
These  carriers  handled  2.2  million  Logan  Airport  passengers  in 
1998. 

Key  lessons  learned  from  this  are:  1 )  while  PPP  might  wori<  in 
conditions  of  overscheduling,  such  as  the  1993  environment, 
because  there  is  no  sustained  period  of  flight  overscheduling  at 
Logan  Airport  today,  PPP  would  not  provide  meaningful  delay 
reduction  in  the  current  operating  environment:  and  2)  while 
delays  declined  from  1 993  to  1 997,  Logan  Airport  continued  to 
be  one  of  the  most  delayed  airports  in  the  country  because, 
even  though  carriers  were  more  efficient  at  scheduling  flights, 
delays  caused  by  wind  and  weather  continued  to  occur. 


Letter  239:  Regina  M.  Marchi 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR  p 

 :  .   ,i 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


239.3 


239.4 


239.5 


Public  Health  Effects 


Altematives  Impacts 


The  EIS  does  not  take  into  account  health  impacts  (Boston's 
inner  city  neighborhoods  already  have  the  highest  asthma, 
emphysema  and  respiratory  infection  levels  in  the  State- 
conditions  greatly  aggravated  by  plane  and  car  fumes).  The  EIS 
does  not  take  into  consideration  the  environmental  and  quality 
of  life  issues  of  Boston's  inner  city  residents.) 


The  EIS  does  not  include  the  negative  indemnity  of  real  estate 
prices  for  the  thousands  of  homes  under  the  flight  paths,  nor  the 
City's  future  lost  tax  revenues  when  what's  left  of  Boston's 
middle  class  leave  the  area  because  they  can  no  longer  stand 
the  persistent  and  excessive  plane  noise  and  fumes. 


Regional  Regional 
Transportation  Airports 


Massport  should  direct  significantly  more  flights  to  Hanscom 
Airport,  located  just  25  minutes  from  Boston  and  presently 
utilized  at  only  a  third  of  its  capacity. 


239.6    \  Altematives 


Peak  Period      :  Another  alternative  which  Massport  has  been  unwilling  to 
Pricing  implement  is  Peak  Hour  Pricing,  a  demand  management  tool 

which  is  very  successfully  used  in  the  hotel  and  tourism  industry 
as  well  as  the  electric  industry. ...  In  a  democratic  society,  profit 
motives  must  not  overrule  the  well-being  of  that  societ/s 
citizens. 


Response 

The  available  public  health  studies  for  communities  adjacent  t 
Logan  Airport  were  reviewed  and  are  presented  in  Section  6.8 
of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  Public  health  status  reports  S 
were  available  for  the  City  of  Boston;  however,  comparable 
public  health  reports  were  not  available  from  the  Public  Healtti 
Departments  of  Chelsea,  Revere,  and  Winthrop.  A  review  of  i 
the  available  information  did  not  indicate  any  causal 
relationship  based  on  proximity  to  the  airport,  nor  did  it  identify 
hearing  loss  as  a  public  health  concem. 


Section  1 .3  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  discusses  the 
importance  of  Logan  Airport  to  the  regional  economy. 

The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  analyze  the  environmental  impacts  of  the 
Airside  Project,  consistent  with  established  federal  and  state 
scoping  directives.  Appropriate  mitigation  associated  with  the 
Airside  Project  has  also  been  established.  Massport  has 
programs  in  place  to  reduce  the  environmental  impacts 
associated  with  Logan  Airport  as  a  whole.  These  initiatives  art 
described  in  the  Logan  Airport  ESPR  and  its  updates. 

Hanscom  Field,  which  serves  as  a  general  aviation  reliever 
airport  to  Logan  Airport,  already  accommodates  a  significant 
number  of  aircraft  operations  (183,000  operations  in  1998).  Tf 
Hanscom  Field  activity  includes  private,  business,  charter,  am 
air  taxi  operations  that  might  otherwise  use  Logan  Airport. 
Since  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  was  filed. 
Shuttle  America,  a  newly  founded  airline,  began  commercial 
scheduled  operations  at  Hanscom  Field,  offering 
limited  turtDoprop  services  to  short-haul  regional  mari(ets  - 
Trenton,  Buffalo,  Hartford  (discontinued),  Wilmington, 
Delaware  (discontinued),  and  Greensboro.  Shuttle  America  is^ 
also  conducting  operations  between  Hanscom  and 
New  Yori<  LaGuardia  Airport.  While  Massport  supports 
commercial  service  at  Hanscom  Field  consistent  with  its 
established  policy  (60-seat  regulation),  it  believes  that 
Hanscom  Field  will  maintain  its  role  as  a  major  general  aviatii 
reliever,  and  that  its  geographic  proximity  to  Logan, 
Worcester  Regional  and  Manchester  airports  will  prevent  its 
development  as  a  significant  commercial  airport.  Additionally, 
commuter  airiines  serving  Logan  Airport  are  unlikely  to  move  ii 
significant  number  of  flights  from  Logan  Airport  to 
Hanscom  Field,  since  approximately  50  percent  of  passengenj 
on  Logan  Airport's  commuter  flights  connect  to  other 
Logan  Airport  flights.  However,  any  new  commercial  service 
initiatives  proposed  for  Hanscom  Field  shall  be  reviewed  for 
consistency  with  the  Hanscom  GEIR  (HGEIR),  its 
Annual  Updates,  and  applicable  regulatory  limitations,  and  shi 
be  considered  by  the  Hanscom  Field  Advisory  Committee. 
Refer  to  Section  2.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a 
discussion  of  Hanscom  Field.  The  environmental  impacts  of 
commercial  sen/ices  at  Hanscom  Field  are  summarized  from 
the  HGEIR  and  appear  in  Appendix  B  of  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR. 


The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  contain  an  analysis  of  PPP  as  a 
demand  management  alternative  at  Logan  Airport.  The  analys 
indicates  that  PPP  is  an  effective  option  when  airiines  schedul 
beyond  the  normal  houriy  operating  capacity  of  the  airport,  anc 
provides  an  assessment  of  the  extent  of  the  benefits  of  PPP 
under  such  circumstances.  See  Section  4.5  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  •] 


Letter  239;  Regina  M.  Marchi 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Bcc: 
From  : 
"■•bject: 
e  : 

ach: 
Certify: 
Priority: 
Defer  until: 
Expires : 
Forwarded  by; 


Arthur  Pugsley@MEPA@EOEA 
<REGMIR®aol . com> 

^21''^''  ""^^  INFORMED  NEW  COMER  POPULATIONS 

Wednesday,   April  21.    1999  17:20:23  EDT 

N  •  • 

Normal 


LETTER  240 


Dear  Mr.  Pugs ley, 


-isltlaT^e'^^^^^^  grounds  that  it  uses  old  data  to 

were  a  non-issue  be foL Passport  beaan  itTn    """-^^  ^^^^^^  ^^^^n 

Massport  develop  its  own  delav  L  =  !^        ^  campaign  to  build  14/32.     Why  c id  «... 

FAA^pproved  deLy'L^L" ve^en?  ^r^ced^rls'  'Shv  doe'^M  '"^^  240. 
necessary  to  spenf  3  milMnn  doli^^o  ^  Massport  find  it 

BECAUSE  raEY  A^E  MISLEiDING  THE  pSi  Tr""  advertisments? 


ot^'t.iT.T^c^^^^^^^^  INFORMATION  REGARDING  14/32 

though  these  populations  comprise  a  JSnT?  '  ^t^^""^^^^^        Cambodian,  even 
will  be  affected  by  14/3  2  ?n  a^eL%ni?     ^S^''^  °^  residents  who 

Plain,  Roxbury,   Dorchester     RoslfLfV      ^5  ^t^""  Chelsea,  Jamaica  OAOO 

■     these  peopl4  have  no  ?dea  ?hat  MassDor^  '""^  f^'"^  P^^^^"^'  ^4U.Z 

.  triple  plane  noise  ove?  their  homef^.H^  planning  to  build  a  runway  that 
l.^^lution    unbearable      Translation  "^^ke  auto  traffic  and  air 

.practice  in  both  state  and  c^tv  aaenrf.^^^''^^''^'^^^^''^^^^^  standard 
>multi-lingual  informatioS      Unde?^MEPA  and^NpS.'^^  utilitiy  companies  offer 
^obligation  to,  inform  the  public     Jill irf^^L^^^^^^  Massport  had  an 

■the  14/32  plan  and  its  impacts  Bv  nn?  t  ^ ''^^  affected  communities,  of 
failed  to  do  this  in^Pacts.     By  not  translating  information,   they  have 


Sincerely, 
'Mrs.  Regina  Marchi 

173  Lexington  Street  East  Boston,  MA  02128 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  240 
Regina  M.  Marchi 
Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


240.1 


Delay 


Model 


Comment 

Delays  at  Logan  were  a  non-issue  before  Massport  began 
its  campaign  to  build  14/32.  Wtiy  did  Massport  develop  its 
own  delay  measurement  tool  rather  than  use  the  FAA- 
approved  delay  measurement  procedures? 


Response 


240.2 


Environmental 
Justice 


Demographic 
Data 


Massport  has  not  translated  any  information  regarding 
14/32  or  its  impacts  into  Spanish,  Haitian  Kreyol  [sic], 
Vietnamese  or  Cambodian,  even  though  these  populations 
comprise  a  significant  amount  of  the  residents  who  will  be 
affected  by  14/32.. .Under  MEPA  and  NEPA  regulations, 
Massport  had  an  obligation  to  inform  the  public,  particularly 
the  affected  communities,  of  the  14/32  plan  and  its  impacts. 
By  not  translating  information,  they  have  failed  to  do  this. 


Refer  to  Section  4.4  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a 
discussion  on  the  estimation  and  modeling  of  flight  delays.  It 
includes  a  description  of  FAA  and  U.S.  DOT  delay  measures 
and  their  limitations,  an  explanation  of  computer  models  for 
estimating  flight  delays,  and  historical  data  on  delays  at 
Logan  Airport  and  other  major  United  States  airports.  The 
methodology  used  for  the  Airside  Project  includes  the  effects 
of  constraints  at  Logan  Airport,  and  produces  lower  delay 
estimates  than  FAA  modeling.  The  FAA  approved  all  the 
models,  which  have  been  validated  in  previously  published 
studies  of  Logan  Airport. 

The  Environmental  Justice  analysis  was  significantly 
expanded  in  Section  6.8  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 
Low-income  and  minority  populations  were  defined  in 
accordance  with  Federal  Executive  Order  12898,  the  U.S. 
DOT  Final  Order,  and  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality's 
guidance  on  Environmental  Justice.  In  addition,  the  analysis 
of  low-income  populations  was  expanded  to  include 
households  at  150  percent  of  poverty  level.  This  analysis 
found  that  there  is  no  high  and  adverse  disproportionate 
impact  to  low-income  and  minority  populations  from  the 
Preferred  Altemative. 

Adverse  impacts  are  not  predominately  borne  by  low-income 
or  minority  populations.  Only  21  percent  of  the  population 
within  the  65  dB  DNL  contour  for  the  Preferred  Altemative  is 
minority,  compared  to  the  Suffolk  County  minority  population 
of  38  percent.  Less  than  two  percent  of  the  population  within 
the  65  dB  DNL  contour  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  has  a 
household  income  less  than  150  percent  of  poverty  level.  The 
additional  area  within  the  65  dB  DNL  noise  contour 
associated  with  the  Preferred  Altemative  includes  a 
predominately  Hispanic  neighbortiood  in  Chelsea  which  is 
predicted  under  worst  case  assumptions  to  experience  an 
increase  of  0.6  dB  or  less.  Under  FAA  standards,  this  change 
is  not  a  significant  adverse  impact  Mitigation  of  the  increased 
noise  within  the  65  dB  DNL  noise  contour  will  be  provided  to 
affected  communities  in  the  form  of  residential  sound 
insulation. 


Letter  240:  Regina  M.  Marchi 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Elizabeth  (Betty)  Mazzarini 

299  Maverick  Street 

East  Boston,  Mass.  02128 

March  18,  I999 

i-lr.  John  Rodman, 

lSrc^^r,M"^2"  °^  Environmental  Affairs 

lullTolf"'  ''"^^  LETTER  241 

Boston,  Ma.  02202 
Dear  Mr.  Rodman: 

by  thfMa%sa%huse1trPo'rt°?S?horUy.'°  "'^  ''-"^^  "eing  proposed 

at  ^T^n'^^ipTrlrs  ir^tl2l  tL^^^^  co^^unity,  what  happens 

bring'^o"!  ^e\"le1nd  Tril^^l^^^ uUtr"!^^^         ^-'ht  in  order  to 
live  m  the  homes  of  the?r  o™  choicS.        ^^''^^  °^  ^"^"^^  "ho  wan?  to 

bringing  iUegIl%iu"nlo"BLl°?!f  i".,"'"  "l'^"  "^"^  trucks  were 

got'tJf'  °'  ""^^'^  ^  a°n,eSer  1tSpped'them"h'^f'^"  "Maverioritreet 
got  the  necessary  papers  and  bullt^^^S??  them  bodily  until  Massport 

Landi^n"way!"?his  runwav"„f!^n"^'  'Sho-^t  Take  Off  and 

leyiating  any  noise  ol  "rpoIlu?L^  '°  ^  beneficial  in  a?- 

It  parsable  now??  "-^"^  1970 's,  what  has  changed  to  make 

The  neighborhoods  ar^  c^-i-n  u 
would  affect  not  only  East  los^on    JL^^  ^°  "^^i^  Proposal 

Winthrop,  Which  all  receive  the  ^ni>i^!u'  ^f^^^^'  South  Boston,  and 

extend  to  Saugus ,  Everett  °Char?  pollution? 
Quincy,  Hull,  etc.  ^     '  '^'^^^ett,  Charlestown,  Cambridge,  Dorchester, 

sure  i^ve^rimpressivrand  Lrf^^uLf        ^^^^S^  ^^^^^  ^^i<=h  I  am 
noise  m  these  communities  at  f  inl^l    showing  decimal  levels  of  the 
who  live  ..-n  these  commu^Uies  surron^^- the  people 
ment  our  living  conditions      wrhave  n^??^''^^?^  ^"^^^^  to  docu- 

to  present  volumes  of  datJ  -ir,  ®  neither  the  money,  nor  the  means 

Massport  studies!  opposition  to  the  figures  given  by  the 


-  2  - 


March  18,  I999 
14/32  Runway  (cont.) 


YOU,  the  deciding  factor,  have  to  rely  on  our  vordl 

fu.es^"i„'^leinriar:?|2Qu'e^^^"g„,^  ^-^-o^.  y°u  get  the  sMell  of  Jet 

sunder  because  of  the  smeU  of  tSese  famf  5^™  '°  "^^i"  closed  aU 

^sh  on  *=°  enjoy  our  o™  h^ls      ?l  ^"^  J''^  ""ch 

wash  on  a  Ime  out-doors,  vonr  .-i^^Zk^    ?  hang  your  clean 

soot  when  you  bring  the^'ir^A^d^'^hln^'JIu  fall'""^'  °' 

But,  ^"^DS'NOT^ga^e^^o'accep-t  the'^lfct^^h'^"^:  ^^--Pt  it. 

grow  so  as  to  accomodate  the  traveler ^  ^^^^^  ^°  contime  to 

city.     WE  DO  NOT  have  to,  nor  int^nH  f  ^"^.^^^         businesses  of  this 
stitutional  rights  to  be  takL  ?  ^"-^  ^^^^         allow  our  con- 

dents  cpf  East  Ls?on?  ^L^'c^ntfnu^  to  fUlT'^'''''^ '  ^"--i" 
conditionsl    We  hope  that  tho^-  J]u  £^^^^  homes  and  livina 

involve,  include,  and  alLc^  OUR  Jav'^n^S  ^he  decisions  whic^  ^ 

tcpo,  are  entitled  to  live  Shere  w^-L"^  living,  will  realize  that  we, 
tions  as  those  who  live  In  ^he  suburbs!^^'  considera-  ' 

Loga/bli^g.  witMn^oSrmidsr''But^'wr  °"  ^^^^^^^ity  because  of 
of  What  we  now  have  and,  not^aUow^rto  bP  ^''v  '°  "^^^^^ain  the  level 

dxxow  It  to  be  taken  away  completely. 

surrounding  LogL?""^  ^^^^""^  seriously  and  consider  the  neighborhoods 

the  M^sspor?  p?oposaJ  again^'^^Jhe^neerfn.'"  ^^^^^         ^^^^  defeat 
Logan  HAS,  indeed,  reached  its  saturation  .o'''^^^''  the  issue. 

ics  saturation  point  many  years  ago. 

Thank  you. 


cc 


Robert  Durand,  Secretary  EOEA 

East  Boston  Times 

East  Boston  Sun  Transcript 


Sincerely,  ^ 

Elizal/eth  (bU^)  Mazzarini 
East  Boston  resident 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  241 
Elizabeth  Mazzarini 
Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Code     Topic  1 


241.1 


Environmental 

Review 

Process 


Topic  2 

Public  Process 


Comment 


[Massport  has  continuously  expanded  with  no  regard  for  the 
residents  of  neighboring  communities.  Why  is  the  current 
proposal  for  runway  14/32  different  from  the  STOL  runway 
stopped  by  the  courts  in  the  1 970s?] 


Response 


The  proposed  uni-rectional  Runway  14/32  is  different  from 
the  runway  proposed  in  the  1970s  because  under  the  current 
proposal  all  operations  would  occur  over  water,  i.e.,  aircraft 
would  arrive  to  the  Runway  32  end  with  an  approach  over 
water  and  aircraft  would  depart  from  the  Runway  14  end  with 
a  departure  track  over  water.  There  would  be  no  arrivals  to 
the  Runway  14  end  and  no  departures  from  the  Runway  32 
end.  Uni-directional  Runway  14/32  would  allow  Logan  Aiiport 
to  maintain  a  three-mnway  configuration  in  Northwest  winds, 
which  would  significantly  reduce  aircraft  delays  that  occur  in 
northwest  winds.  If  Runway  14/32  was  available  in  1998, 
runway  related  delays  would  have  been  reduced  by  Runway 
Runway  32  percent.  The  proposed  unidirectional 
Runway  14/32  would  also  provide  FAA  air  traffic  controllers 
with  the  ability  to  redirect  more  aircraft  over  water  and  away 
from  people. 


Letter  241 :  Elizabeth  Mazarini 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


LETTER  242 


April  8,  1999 

Robert  Durand  t   ""N^^t     r>  •  j 

Boston,  Sim  ^  MA  02128 

Dear  Mr.  Durand, 

I  am  an  1 1  year  resident  of  East  Boston  and  would  like  to  express  my  opinion 
regardmg  Massports  expansion  and  proposed  ninway  14/32.  East  Boston  residents  have 
always  hved  in  the  shadow  of  Logan.  I  knew  that  when  I  moved  to  10  Orleans  Street  here  in 
East  Boston.  But  to  think  Boston  can  survive  another  centmy  without  a  second  airport  is 
crazy.  14/32  is  a  Band-Aid  at  best.  There  is  a  court  injunction  from  the  1970s  prohibiting 
Massport  in  building  14/32.  There  must  be  compelling  reasons  in  that  court  decision  why 
14/32  IS  a  bad  idea.  Health  concerns  and  excess  noise  is  fiieUng  my  opposition  to  ninway 
14/32.  The  proposed  mnway  wiU  direcUy  affect  my  neighborhood.  When  second  airports 
come  up  m  conversations  with  either  massport  or  the  governor's  office.  Providence  and 
Manchester's  airports  are  mentioned  as  alternatives.  It  doesn't  seem  realistic  that  Massport 
and  the  Commonwealth  would,  or  should  give  up  the  lucrative  revenues  (taxes)  which  come 
with  the  traveler.  Massachusetts  needs  a  second  regional  airport!  Massport  admits  delays 
will  surpass  today's  figures  in  6-10  years  even  with  the  addition  of  14/32. 

These  issues  are  bringing  East  Boston  residents  together  like  I  have  never  seen 
before.  I  would  be  very  interested  in  knowing  how  you  stand  on  this  issue?  Thank  you  for 
listi^.iing. 

Sincerely, 
Jim  McBride 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  242 
Jim  McBride 
Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Code     Topic  1 


Comment 


Response 


[Massachusetts  needs  a  second  major  airport.  The 
constojction  of  Runway  14/32  is  a  temporary  measure  and 
will  only  serve  to  increase  health  effects  in  my  East  Boston 
neighborhoods.] 


A  second  major  airport  is  not  a  solution  to  the  current  delay 
and  congestion  problems  at  Logan  Airport.  The  Proposed 
Project  to  reduce  delay  and  enhance  safety  at  Logan  Airport 
must  be  implemented  in  the  near  term  to  address  current  and 
future  operating  conditions. 

The  available  public  health  studies  for  communities  adjacent 
to  Logan  Airport  were  reviewed  and  are  presented  in 
Section  6.8  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  Public  health 
status  reports  were  available  for  the  City  of  Boston;  however, 
comparable  public  health  reports  were  not  available  from  the 
Public  Health  Departments  of  Chelsea,  Revere,  and 
Winthrop.  A  review  of  the  available  infomiation  did  not 
indicate  any  causal  relationship  based  on  proximity  to  the 
airport,  nor  did  it  identify  hearing  loss  as  a  public  health 
concern. 


Letter  242:  Jim  McBride 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


LETTER  243 


56  Princeton  Street 
East  Boston,  MA  02128 
April  22,  1999 

ATTENTION  MEPA  OFFICE 
Arthur  Pugsley  #10458 
100  Cambridge  Street,  Room  2000 
Boston,  MA  02202 

Re:  Runway  14/32 
Dear  Mr.  Pugsley: 

Very  truly  yours, 
Francis  McHugh 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Drar  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  243 
Francis  McHugh 
Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Code     Topic  1 


243.1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


General 
Opposition 


I  am  writing  to  voice  my  opposition  to  Runway  14/32. 
East  Boston  is  already  saturated  witii  noise  and  air 
pollution  from  Logan  Airport.  Another  23,000  flights  over 
East  Boston  each  year  is  simply  outrageous. 


Response 


The  goals  of  the  Airside  Project  are  to  reduce  delay,  increase 
the  airport's  efficiency,  and  improve  airfield  safety  in  an 
environmentally  responsible  manner.  The  construction  of 
unidirectional  Runway  14/32  would  prevent  the  significant 
drop  in  airfield  capacity  that  now  occurs  during 
northwest  wind  conditions.  The  runway  would  not  increase 
Logan  Airport's  normal  operating  capacity  of 
approximately  120  operations  per  hour  which  is  available 
nearly  80  percent  of  the  year,  but  rather  would  allow  this 
capacity  to  be  maintained  more  consistently. 


Letter  243:  Francis  McHugh 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


LETTER  244 


92  Marginal  Street 

East  Boston,  Massachusetts 


April  22,  1999 

Robert  Durand,  Secretary 

WetS"  ^,'n'^'"'=         of  Environmental  Affairs 


100  Cambridge  Street 
Boston 

Massachusetts 
02202 


ATTENTION:  Arthur  Pugsiey 

Th.  concerns  the  Boston  Logan  Airport  runways  and  taxiways  proposal  (EOEA  .10458) 

New  York  Citv-N  "  ^      ,  ^^'^       speed  service  on  the  Boston- 

passengers..  A^er  tW  plTnnt o\Ie  n''''" «^^80  as  well  as  for 
the  needs  of  travele!^!  Van  ;2:?:hre  X''"^^"  of 

and  garages  were  ex     deT^'  r^^rier:       Ti""^'  '^^ 
runways  and  taxiways  expand?  "'P'"''      '^"^^  ^Sain  if  the 

Ltrn^it :  rtt:  rr  d  f"  t  r '°  '^«'^  ^-^  ^^"-^  i.  .o  ,he 

project,  '^'^  *^  2°^'°"  Logan  runways  and  taxtways  improvement 


Sincerely, 


Christopher  J.  Morton 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  244 
Christopher  J.  Morton 
Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Code 

244.1 


Topic  1 


Regional 
Transportation 


Topic  2 

Passenger  Rail 


Comment 


Response 


...planners  should  first  leann  the  long  term  effect  of  the  high 
speed  service  on  the  Boston-New  York  City-Newar1<  market, 
for  express  (that  is,  time-sensitive)  cargo  as  well  as  for 
passengers.  After  this,  planning  the  runways  project  can 
proceed  with  more  certainty  of  the  needs  of  travelers  than 
planners  have  now. 


244.2     Cumulative        Landside  ...  Would  Massport  seek  to  expand  the  [terminals  and 

I  Impacts  Improvements   •  garages]  again  if  the  runways  and  taxiways  expand? 


The  potential  diversion  of  cargo  operations  was  not 
specifically  analyzed  because  cargo  operations  account  for 
only  two  percent  of  aircraft  activity  at  Logan  Airport  and  since 
most  all-cargo  aircraft  operate  during  off-peak  hours,  cargo 
operations  do  not  contribute  to  delays  at  Logan  Airport. 
However,  all  cargo  operations  were  included  in  the  future 
fleets  analyzed  in  the  Airside  Project.  Additionally,  some 
cargo  is  now  being  diverted  to  regional  airports  as  indicated 
by  the  strong  growth  in  cargo  services  and  air  cargo  activity 
at  the  regional  airports. 


The  purpose  of  the  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project  is  to 
reduce  current  and  projected  levels  of  airfield  congestion  and 
delay  and  to  enhance  the  safety  of  aircraft  operations  at  Logan. 
Massport's  proposed  landside  improvements  are  planned  to 
enhance  the  efficiency  of  passenger  processing,  and  include 
temninal  modernization,  as  well  as  roadway,  parking  and 
service  area  improvements.  The  landside  projects  will  not  affect 
the  design  or  implementation  of  the  Airside  Project,  which  has 
independent  utility,  nor  will  the  Airside  Project  improvements 
affect  the  design  or  implementation  of  any  of  the  landside 
projects.  All  airside  and  landside  projects,  where  required,  will 
continue  to  be  the  subject  of  separate  comprehensive 
environmental  analysis  by  project  proponents  in  accordance 
with  federal  and  state  regulations. 

As  expressed  in  the  May  7, 1999  EOEA  Certificate, 
Massport's  Environmental  Planning  and  Status  Report 
(ESPR,  formerly  GEIR)  process  "is  expected  provide  a  big 
picture  cumulative  impact  analysis  of  Logan  operations, 
impacts  and  mitigation.  It  complements  the  project-specific 
EIRs,"  such  as  this  one  for  the  Airside  Improvements,  "helps 
to  focus  the  review  process  of  individual  EIRs,  and  ensures 
that  segmented  project  review  does  not  occur  in  the  context 
of  MEPA  review  at  Logan  Airport." 


Letter  244:  Christopher  J.  Morton 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


1 


i 


If 


Jean  Riesman   leewEB^Hs-rHE^^  EA^BosrowMA^ogigg 

Ph:  (6  1  7)  567-2  1 04  ♦  Fax:  (6 1 7)  567:6748 

Robert  A.  Durand,  Secretary 

Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs  LETTER  24^ 

100  Cambridge  St.  -  Room  2000  «  ^tj 

Boston  MA  02202 

RE:  Logan  2000  Airside  Improvements  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR 

April  22,  1999 

Dear  Secretary  Durand, 

245.1 

at^Ztr^lt;        ""T^  "^^^P""  ^""^'"'^w™      now  has  revved  the 

polWion  Irar  /nTITr    '^f  ^    surrounding  communities  already  saturated  by  the  noise  n/irn 

245.2 

noisier  to  quieter)  aircraft^  bHig  fan,  Sd^l'^^^'^  "'^^  ' '°  '''''  '  «^^'    "™  ^45.3 

I'om  changes  in  the  fleet  mix  I^Sl  Zt  f.'  TT^  "^^^^P""  ^"^iP^tes 

-erunderstatingthecrererofr:^^^^^  245.4 

S^;atZ"comS:Vrtd\r™  94-^;; 
dK,ersion to Peasehsou,  ern Naw H^^^^^^^^^^    Vk'  '^"^ P"'^""^' <^argo  "^45. 5 

serious^  consider  uTLd  sett^^^^^^^^^^  '^'"^      '""^  *''^<* 

*4inates;,o?a^rnr:;::i^ 

u?d:!trgr.i?n7acSi?o;T  ""T" '° ^Ep-^ 

Logan.impf.edcommS::irSeS^^^^^ 

Sincerely, 

oc  Governor  Paul  Ceilucci 
Mayor  Tliomas  Menino 

Peter  Biute.  Executh/e  Director.  Massachusetts  Port  Authority 


I 


1 


I 


I 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  245 
Jean  Riesman 
Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

245.1 

;  Environmental 
^  Review 
Process 

MEPA 

...  require  Massport  to  undertake  a  full  examination  of  botfi 
tfie  true  impacts  of  and  ttie  real  alternatives  to  its  proposed 
Runway  14/32  (also  known  as  the  Short  Take-off  and 
Landing,  or  STOL,  Runway)  and  new  centerfield 
taxiway... neither  the  clear  and  significant  impacts  of  this 
"improvements"  project  on  my  neighborhood  nor  the  well- 
founded  objections  of  its  residents  have  not  [sic]  received 
fair  consideration  in  Massporf  s  environmental  documents.. 

The  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  analyze 
the  environmental  impacts  of  the  Airside  Project,  consistent 
with  established  federal  and  state  scoping  directives. 
Appropriate  mitigation  associated  with  the  Airside  Project  has 
also  been  established.  Massport  has  programs  in  place  to 
reduce  the  environmental  impacts  associated  with 
Logan  Airport  as  a  whole.  These  initiatives  are  described  in 
the  Logan  Airport  ESPR  and  its  updates. 

245.2 

Alternatives 

Impacts 

...the  runway ...  benefits  are  far  outweighed  by  its 
environmental  impacts  on  surrounding  communities  already 
saturated  by  the  noise,  pollution,  traffic,  and  other  off-airport 
consequences  of  airport  growth. 

The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  analyze  the  environmental  impacts  of  the 
Airside  Project,  consistent  with  established  federal  and  state 
scoping  directives.  Appropriate  mitigation  associated  with  the  i 
Airside  Project  has  also  been  established.  Massport  has 
programs  in  place  to  reduce  the  environmental  impacts 
associated  with  Logan  Airport  as  a  whole.  These  initiatives 
are  described  in  the  Logan  Airport  ESPR  and  its  updates. 

245.3 

Noise 

Hushkitted 
Aircraft 

Massport  also  failed  to  acknowledge  the  fact  that  because  a 
number  of  major  airlines  have  sought  waivers,  the 
conversion  of  airline  fleets  from  Stage  2  to  Stage  3  (that  is, 
from  noisier  to  quieter)  aircraft  will  be  significantly  slowed, 
diminishing  any  noise  benefit  Massport  anticipates  from 
changes  in  the  fleet  mix. 

The  phaseout  of  Stage  2  aircraft  operations  was  complete  as 
of  December  31, 1999. 

The  study  does  not  overstate  the  benefit  of  further  conversion  : 
to  Stage  3  aircraft  on  future  noise  levels.  It  uses  two  fleet 
scenarios  in  which  almost  all  aircraft  meet  Stage  3 
requirements,  either  as  hushkitted  Stage  2  aircraft  or  new 
Stage  3  aircraft,  and  three  fleet  scenarios  in  which  all  the 
aircraft  meet  Stage  3  requirements.  Most  of  the  aircraft  are 
new  high-bypass,  engine-powered  Stage  3  aircraft.  Many  of 
the  hushkitted  aircraft  have  been  retired. 

Letter  245:  Jean  Riesman 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Code 
245.4 


Topic  1 
Delay 


Topic  2 

Model 


Comment 


Massport  departed  from  established  FAA  modeling 
guidelines,  further  understating  the  combined  effects  of 
Runway  14/32  and  the  new  centerfield  taxiway. 


245.5 


Regional  Regional 
Transportation  Airports 


Finally,  Massport  has  ignored  the  full  range  of  available 
alternatives:  regionalization  of  air  traffic,  including  facilities  at 
Hanscom,  Worcester,  Providence,  Rl,  and  Manchester,  NH, 
as  well  as  the  potential  for  cargo  diversion  to  Pease  in 
southem  New  Hampshire. 


Response 

Refer  to  Section  4.4  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a 
discussion  on  the  estimation  and  modeling  of  flight  delays.  It 
includes  a  description  of  FAA  and  U.S.  DOT  delay  measures 
and  their  limitations,  an  explanation  of  computer  models  for 
estimating  flight  delays,  and  historical  data  on  delays  at 
Logan  Airport  and  other  major  United  States  airports.  The 
methodology  used  for  the  Airside  Project  includes  the  effects 
of  constraints  at  Logan  Airport,  and  produces  lower  delay 
estimates  than  FAA  modeling.  The  FAA  approved  all  the 
models,  which  have  been  validated  in  previously  published 
studies  of  Logan  Airport. 

The  FAA  Technical  Center  was  responsible  for  the  capacity  and 
delay  results  in  the  1992  FAA  Capacity  Enhancement  Report 
for  Logan  Airport  that  concluded  the  need  for  Runway  14/32, 
reduced  minimums  and  taxiway  improvements.  The  Technical 
Center  simulated  Logan  Airport  airfield  operations  with  the 
RDSIM  model  and  estimated  that  when  activity  reached 
504,000  annual  operations,  total  delay  would  exceed 
260,000  hours  per  year.  The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR 
forecasts  delays  to  increase  to  157,500  hours  per  year  when 
annual  operations  reach  510,000  with  the  29M  Low  Fleet 
scenario.  The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  compares  the  FAA 
Technical  Center  delay  estimates  in  1992  with  those  of  the 
Logan  Airside  Project  estimates.  The  FAA  has  concluded  that 
the  Airside  delays  represent  "a  plausible  and  conservative 
estimate...." 

The  FAA  consistently  rates  Logan  Airport  as  one  of  the  most 
delay  prone  airports  in  the  United  States  Logan  Airporf  s 
estimated  annual  delay  hours  are  over  five  times  the  FAA's 
20,000-hour  threshold  for  a  severely  delayed  airport. 

Logan  Airport  is  part  of  a  regional  system  of  airports  that 
includes  T.F.  Green/Providence,  Worcester  Regional  and 
Manchester.  Massport  has  long  recognized  that  service 
development  and  increased  passenger  traffic  at  these 
airports  are  an  important  part  of  the  region's  long-term 
strategy  to  accommodate  passenger  and  activity  growth. 
Massport  has  actively  encouraged  the  development  of 
regional  airports  and  full  use  of  other  options,  including 
high-speed  rail  to  Logan  Airport's  largest  market.  New  York. 
Regional  service  was  examined  in  Chapter  2  of  the  Airside 
Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  This 
analysis  supports  the  conclusion  greater  use  of  the  regional 
airports  will  provide  passengers  within  the  service  area  of 
such  airports  with  a  viable  alternative  to  Logan  Airport.  Since 
demand  within  Logan  Airport's  primary  service  area  will 
remain  strong,  the  improvements  at  other  regional  airports 
will  not  eliminate  the  need  for  airside  projects  at  Logan 
Airport. 

Dispersion  modeling  indicates  no  violation  of  the  NAAQS, 
which  were  designed  to  protect  human  health  and  welfare. 


Letter  245:  JeanRiesman 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


LETTER  246 

Robert  Durand,secretary  of  environmental  affairs 
Dear  sir: 


I  have  lived  in  East  Boston  for  almost  47  yeais  and  I  have  seen  it  felt  th. 
damage  and  puin  Logan  has  inflicted  on  this  and  the  st^ot^dtal 

heart  disease,  around  ain^orts.  Studies  done  around  theTorid  ftat  'h^ 

W,  ^   ^      T  """^S  "^^^  get  more  than  three  hours  sleen  T 

have  lived  next  door  to  a  school  which  has  been  soundpr,^  f™.  iX 

years,  at  best.  After  this  peroid  when  the  slots  that  these  plmes  left  onen  on 
Ac  longer  run  ways  are  filled  by  larger  jets  that  supposed  toTa^dle  ^ 
mcrease  from  26  to  46  000,000  passengers  the  situiion  gete"  Ly  tell 
us  don  t  worry  die  craft  m  the  coming  years  will  all  be  stfge  t^ee  The  Iv 

Tfi  I  *ree  is  not  the  solu.ion  Stage  Tee 

IS  far  too  noisy.  Another  problem  with  stage  three  aircraft  is  that  thev  . . 

produce  even  more  NOX  gases  than  stage^o  did  disport  h^lne  24' 
nothmg  to  seek  realistic  alternatives  to  Ugan  even  thoSev  t 
mnways  were  a  problem  decades  ago.  mly  are  now^StS  toZy  time 

Mampshire  or  T  F  Greene  in  Rhode  Island  the  plan  from  Massachusetts 
1^1  r effort  to  fmd  a  real  solutions  ^o^er 
hTv^tt TdS;  d^  "°  ^""^f '°  noTon  about 

coSn  ceJ^won',  ht^'  '°  *f         '"^"""^     Pf°P°^«d  new 
at  a  Bolrn  ctroShtaSifo^^^^^Ji?^^^  °'T 
convention  center  wiU  be  a„gly^^"^™^di^Jr^^^^^^^ 


people  running  the  convenLTrln  !^    h  '""^  "^e  cmrent 

around  Boston  so  it  doesn't  effect  Ws  qltySf  hrhl^ 

.r.een.er;r.::rruS,S^^ 

Sincerely, 


Richard  Salini 

246.2 

sAouj  rA.r  vocs  uj.n         ta.^  J^g/^  ,r  j.f^,..,  p^^^r 
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Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  246 
Richard  Salini 
Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Code 

246.1 


Topic  1  Topic  2 

Alternatives  Preferred 
Alternative 


Comment 


246.2 


Air  Quality 


Massport  has  done  nothing  to  seek  realistic  alternatives  to 
Logan  even  though  they  knew  runways  were  a  problem 
decades  ago. 


NAAQS 


[The]  Volume  IV  Air  Quality  model  results  show  that  VOCs 
will  more  than  double  at  Jeffries  Point,  the  closest  area  to 
the  proposed  new  runway! 


Response 

The  improvement  concepts  evaluated  in  the  Airside  Project 
Analysis  evolved  from  prior  studies  including  the  FAA's  Logan 
Capacity  Enhancement  Plan  (October  1 992);  the  Logan 
Runway  Incursion  Mitigation  Plan/Taxiway  Relocation  Study 
(December  1 993);  the  Logan  Final  GEIR  (July  1 993);  and  the 
Logan  Airside  Improvements  Feasibility  Study  Phase  1 
Report,  published  in  July  1995.  The  FAA  evaluated  a 
numerous  physical,  operational,  and  administrative  concepts 
for  reducing  Logan  Airport  delays  in  its  Boston  Logan 
International  Airport  Capacity  Enhancement  Plan.  The  FAA 
recommended  several  improvement  concepts,  including 
unidirectional  Runway  14/32,  for  further  study.  These 
improvement  concepts,  as  well  as  concepts  from  other 
studies,  were  individually  examined  by  l\/lassport  in  the  Logan 
Airside  Feasibility  Study,  published  in  July  1995.  Based  on 
the  Feasibility  study,  some  concepts  were  rejected  and  the 
most  promising  concepts  were  combined  into  the  Alternatives 
considered  in  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR.  The 
altematives  analysis  in  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  is 
consistent  with  state  and  federal  scoping  directives  for  the 
Airside  Project.  The  results  of  the  Airside  analysis  indicate 
that  altematives  that  include  unidirectional  Runway  14/32 
provide  the  most  benefit  in  terms  of  delay  reduction  and 
ability  to  achieve  PRAS  goals. 

One-hour  VOC  concentrations  (used  as  an  indicator  of  odor) 
increase  only  slightly  at  Jeffries  Point  with  the  Preferred 
Alternative,  when  compared  to  the  No  Action  Alternative.  The 
predicted  increase  is  so  small  that  changes  in  odor  will  remain 
imperceptible,  as  measured  against  the  No  Action  Alternative. 
Concentrations  decrease  at  all  other  receptors  with  the 
Preferred  Alternative. 


Letter  246;  Richard  Salini 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


March  24,  1999 


LETTER  247 


Robert  Durand,  Secretary 
Executive  Office  of  EnvironmentaJ  Affairs 
100  Cambridge  Street,  Room  2000 
Boston,  MA  02202 


Sir, 


ihere  is  much  concern  for  the  inc3e  '"'h  to  discuss  here.  I  am  aware  that 

also  am  vety  concerned  fiiL  ^'"rT"^    ™  '""^^ ' 

consideration  I  will  addr^sT^^o^^le^^ 

^"^e^^tlthXtn^^'j^^ 

increase  in  passengerSf^  a'^ew  ctl!?"  ''Tf  """^^  Howeve"  w,th  the 
more  powerfij,  and  with  a  gt^te^LlTrt   "  "J'^  ™" 
marvels  of  flight  will  bTthe^e^ ?  passengers.  These 

constrticted  They^e  often  SdTo  aTS  1°"*^^  '^"'^ 
for  these  aircaftLud:t«;^:^^^:5^f;,^^^^^ 
class  seatmg  layout  on  two  or  ihTe  pisen^dTbtr  966  If  ' 
layout.  The  wing  span  of  the  behemnTh  !vf         f     Passengers  m  an  economy 
feet  as  compared  ,o  the  fa^'iL  s  w^r^T'^    °  '  ^"^^  '"an  258 

and  being  23 1  feet  in  iJ^h  Z  ^  '  ^"'g       °f  only  of  195  feet 

or  476  tons.  A  S  ;  JXb™™k  "  '^2.000  poLds 

780,000  pounds.  rlc^^f^^^Z^J"!^'^'^  takeoff  we.ght  of  approximately 
larger  aircraft  due  to  the^me^^n,.  rl"  ">  ^"ommodate  these 

handling.  '^'l"''*"'*"'^  and  increased  difficulty  in  ground 

Srto^tSdtrr:;"^^^^^^ 

passenger  that  deplan^  J^i  ^  re„Tl^^^  ^"  E^'-Y 

somewhere  else.  L.^^  ,er^?S„^  I^engersetto  embark  on  a  plane  ride  to  " 
switching  planes  without  makiSmoTonTh^      '^''"^''^  ^"  ^'"P'^ 
Subway  Cars.  More  Tax.'  cZ^IZIrZI^c     T'T'"''  ^ore 
Everyone  will  want  to  blow  4y  t^e  CAT^^^^^^       ""T'''""^  '''"""'<"'• 
to  the  promise  of  traffic  relief?  '  ^nd  what  happened 

pr^dr^^X'^dS^^^^^^^^^ 

laxiway  dimensional  requirements  of  the  comparable  Boeing 


bcU^eZt^  of  aviation  and  aeronautics  has  led  me  to 

believe  that  ^e  airside  expansion  project  at  Logan  is  actually  being  designed  to  weoare 
for  the  use  of  this  next  generation  of  passeneer  aircraft  NT  a  t  rZ^V. 

an  appropriate  place  fofu,e  ope^tiooTSir^^,  ^SrrS 
fernTH^^""^  ™^  capacity  of  an       are  ccZTy'^^-.ed  to 

Z      .  T"^-       """"""^  <^  «hat  does  occur  in  the  denselyCrtld 

to  my  opinion  the  proposed  airside  changes  are  not  being  undertaken  whollv  for  the 

aircraft,  makmg  the  nmway  unsafe  and  unusable  for  3  to  5  minutes  or  IraoeH  irlft 
next-,n-hne  to  take-off  would  be  launched  from  either  the  proofed  14 

a'  °'  15Ry33L dissipated  and  the'lway  «Ld  iLtlfely 

used  Jf  NLA  were  otherwise  compatible  for  operation  at  Logan  this  might  bT 
IZ^Tr'T"^  Unforttmtely  NI^  are  fought  with  C^  tl^  2e^„ 
challenging  for  this  inner<ity  location.  The  scheme  is  simply  short-sightS 

Enabling  the  use  of  NLA  also  invites  the  potential  problems  associated  with  air  pollution 

immediate  land  and  seascape  at  presumably  twice  the  mte  now  ex^rienced. 

itll?,?/!'^"'  ^''P'^'™ "> ^     FAA  "administrativelv  " 

reduce  the  approach  minimums".  In  essence  the  reduction  of,hese  ZZ^/ora 

e^sTence  "P"'""""  "^""^         '>^'  regard  for  the 

emtence  of  Uie  adjacent  residential  communities.  I  am  in  full  agreement  with  the 
mathematical  exercise  that  shows  how  delays  could  be  reduced  if  runways  were  Ire 

;~invTed'1■h^*"°"'''^"^^ 

Th^r  W^^I  a  nr  o™    T"  '''"""""^        I**™^"  »f  aircraft  in  the  equation 
either.  Will  a  DC.9/30  perform  in  a  weather  related  crisis  the  same  as  an  A320.  B757 


chanu:<eristics  and  flown  bym^^^  '"'f'  "'^  '^'^"^  """que 
professional  experience  frl  non^         f'"  ™"  P°'^  '  "^8*  »f  of 
even  more  sig^Sican,  if  X Z^k^^jTr '"""^o"  ''^'^^ 
-eased  ga.e  fees  would  ce^^r,::^^^!"^^ 

s'l:;rn,t,riedt^^^^^^^  ?  ^  m-pac 

levels  to  occurfrom  aircS  ^^^fr™'"'^ ''°«^ 
we,gh^d  scale  is  u,my  inappropS  „oS  e^e^'ll^r'  ""^'^'^  "^'"8  »  "A" 
a>rcraft.  The  "A"  scale  is  oZ  uLfi7to  "°f  7*°^  °f     magnitude  created  by 
Very  nice  for  setting  up  youTw  ^elTv^™  M  "  ""^n  ear. 

spectrun,  much  greater  than  the  ^ZZliT^  T'*  ^"^'^    »"eraft  covers  a 
range  from  infrasomc,  below  tb.lc^Z^^tJ^t^^J'^'^  "^"^"^       ^  ^^-^ 
level  of  human  audito^'  sensitivity  The  te^nSZ  sensmvity,  to  ultrasonic,  above  the 
Because  I  can',  hear, kerr..uZ'^  '"l^'^r'''    ^'         ^  of  concern  to  me. 

because  they  extst  beyond  our  capabili^tolt^tl  t  °"  Z  ^ 

aware  of  the  physical  damage  thev^ui  sff,      T    *      •'""'^^"^  ^'"^  ""oh 

the  noise  evem  is  highly  si^ifican"  '"'^  sound  Theinftasonic  impact  of 

J^ir^r^'dtt^ttw^s 

conversing  with  people  you  m«  S l^^r-^^T  P''^^"' 
to  move  parked  cats;  and  motton-SLi^tfve Tftl^  ^""^  """gh  power 

the  audible  noise  was  reduced,  fte  Zer  off  T  Even  if 

■n  flight  would  shll  move  the  c^sTdTr^I  ^  '^^T  '"'^^^^ 
alarms  continue  for  60  to  90  seconrb^f^I  ,h  ™P^ct  of  audible  noise.  The 

another  90  seconds  another  jet  ^itk^S  TT"'"!  ""at??  In 

An  mcrease  in  aircraft  operatto^  Xa  JeTn  "^^^Phonous  event  recurs. 

no.se  evems  to  are  now'^crnXouX^  '^'""^""^^  ^°"^'-'al 

on  the  enwronmem  is  directly  related  Iflt  /        ^""^      of  collateral  impact 
has  thus  far.  I,  is  also  imporiuo  ack^l^r't"'"'' "^"^     overlooked  L  it 
see,  sounds  we  cannot  he^S^cl  Je  t-- «f  '^'T      ^"'io"  that  we  cannot 
cause  motion  and  irritation  to  internal  body  orgai^^'^  ^"^o°ic  frequencies  can 

^^7SSy\Srba  These  " 

pnsoners  m  their  homes.  An  incre^er.f   !  ^  "^"^ "othing  more  than 
squares,  and  residential  bX^IZZ.V^  ^■'y  ^^^eet,  pSL 

neighborhoods  are  a  fer^'le  en"™!*^!  e  — "  ^"  "''^^^ 

^fpl^^^^^^^^^^^^^  a  mistake  that  will  lead  to  major 

of  a  balance  of  commercial  p"„  In"  ST  '^»;--'-"on-'comprised 

increase  in  urban  residency,  will  halt.  The 


able  .0  continue  to  grow  beyond  iVsc^lntt^r^^'''^.^'' ^^P'V 
fully  matured  as  an^perafLl  Jnti^^^T^l,]^'  ""^"  '^'^'^  ^  ""^^'^'^ 
already  over-burdened  airpon  i„  a  fo^g.t  taSL     ""'t^''"  ^P^''^ 
thoughtless  and  short-sieh^  neighborhood  would  be 

Aid  solu^on  to  tie  Smtio^Sl  SrL°''^  ^ 

even  be  consideied.  "^i^'enges  of  the  future.  It  is  surprising  that  they  would 

Washington.  DC.  are  sSy  tS^-'LTSw  E^Zf  ^r/"* 

prominent  and  prosper  in  the  global  eeononTy  „vrthtfe«  fiZ? 

accept  the  fact  that  a  new  worid  class  r^^^L,       -       ^  ^^'^  '"I"'^"  "lat  we  all 

other  means  should  be  imDkmen.X  T  "  ^  *<=  "ear  future 

of  commercial  PastSn;:^::  tr«trtd  H^^^^^ 

operations  to  Hanscom  FieJd,  and  PeaJc  -Hour  Dricine  '^^  ocation  of  cargo 

^^ylT^:.'^Z'^:^Z^^^^^  '"-contact 


Sincerely, 


Mark  W.  Stettler  ^    ^ /U^Tl 

Cathiyn  C.  Stettler 
4  Wilbur  Court,  #1 
East  Boston,  MA  02128 

617-443-0400 
mws@cidassoc.com 

617-561-6307 
catmws@erols.com 


attachment: 

graphic  companson  showing  the  size  relationship  of  familiar  „ems  to  NLA. 
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Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  247 

Mark  W.  Stettler  and  Cathryn  C.  Stettler 
Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Code     Topic  1  Topic  2  Comment  Response 


247.1 

:  Alternatives 

Taxiway 
Improvements 

. .  .The  proposed  new  center  taxiway  and  other  taxiway 
modifications  and  improvements  are  not  about  reducing 

;  engine  run  time  and  reducing  ground  noise  and  air  pollution. 
1 1  ic  fjiupuocu  uiidiiycb  die  iiccucQ  10  dccommoudie  ine 

:  ground  movement  of  [the  next  generation  of  passenger 
aircraft,  New  Larger  Aircraft  (NLA)]...  If  NLA  were  othenwise 
compatible  for  operation  at  Logan,  this  might  be 
constructive  planning.  Unfortunately  NLA  are  fraught  with 
hazards  that  are  too  challenging  for  this  inner-city  location. 
The  scheme  is  simply  short-sighted. 

So-called  New  Large  Aircraft  (NLA)  carrying  up  to 
1 ,000  passengers  are  still  just  in  the  discussion  phase.  No 
manufacturer  has  undertaken  serious  development  of  such 
aircraft  yet,  which  would  be  a  multi-year  process.  These 
aircraft  would  probably  require  modifications  to  existing 
airport  jetways  and  apron  areas  along  with  increases  in 
taxiway  width  and  turning  area.  Their  use  would  be  limited  to 
extremely  high-density  markets,  and  it  is  not  likely  that  Boston 
would  be  among  these.  In  fact,  the  number  of  "jumbo  jets" 
sen/ing  Logan  Airport  has  declined  in  recent  years. 

247.2 

Alternatives 

Reduced 

Annrnarh 

Minima 

...the  reduction  of  [approach  minimums]  for  a  pilot's 
go/no  go  landing  decision  making  criteria  is  a  reduction  in 
safety  protocol.  It  seems  that  the  management  and 
operation  of  this  airport  occurs  without  regard  for  the 
existence  of  the  adjacent  residential  communities. 

Reduced  landing  minimums  provide  for  a  safer  approach  by 
providing  precision  guidance  at  lower  altitudes,  and  thus  a 
safer  approach."  The  reduced  landing  minimums  do  not 
change  the  approach  path  nor  reduce  the  clearance  between 
aircraft  and  the  surface.  Rather,  they  shift  the  location  at 
which  a  missed  approach  decision  is  initiated  closer  to  the 
airport.  For  Runways  27  and  22L,  the  reduced  minimums  will 
make  the  approach  procedures  flown  by  pilots  more 
consistent  with  FAA  standards  in  effect  at  most  other  airports. 
Reduced  landing  minimums  will  increase  airfield  safety  by 
allowing  operations  more  directly  into  the  prevailing  wind  and 
will  help  improve  PRAS  goal  achievement. 

247.3 

Noise 

Impacts 

The  measurement  of  decibels  using  an  "A"  weighted  scale 
is  totally  inappropriate  for  noise  events  of  the  magnitude 
created  by  aircraft.  The  "A"  scale  is  only  useful  to  monitor 
levels  that  are  audible  to  the  human  ear. ...  Noise  produced 
by  aircraft  covers  a  spectrum  much  greater  than  the  audible 
range.  ...Because  1  can't  hear  the  frequency  at  which  a 
sound  occurs  is  not  evidence  that  there  isn't  any  detriment 
from  it. 

Use  of  A-weighted  decibels  and  DNL  are  by  far  the  most 
appropriate  metrics  for  evaluating  noise  impacts  at  airports  as 
well  as  many  other  noise  sources;  use  of  the  metrics  are  also 
required  for  federal  environmental  documents.  See 
discussion  of  noise  metrics  in  Appendix  E  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 

247.4 

Open  Space/ 
Parkland 

Impacts 

An  increase  in  capacity  at  Logan  will  render  city  street, 
parks,  squares,  and  residential  backyards  unusable. 

Implementation  of  the  Preferred  Alternative  would  not 
increase  capacity,  but  rather  it  would  correct  a  series  of 
deficiencies  in  the  airfield  geometry  and  operation. 
Massport's  plans  to  handle  the  ground  access  requirements 
of  future  passenger  levels  are  discussed  in  the  Logan  Airport 
1999  ESPR  (previously  GEIR)  and  its  subsequent 
Environmental  Data  Reports  (Annual  Updates). 
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Code 

247.5 


Topic  1 

Alternatives 


Topic  2 

Other  Non- 
Construction 
Alternatives 


Comment 


Response 


In  the  near  future  other  means  should  be  implemented  to       The  alternative  analysis  confomns  to  FAA  and  MEPA  scoping 


alleviate  the  over  capacity  at  Logan;  expansions  of 
commercial  passenger  operations  at  Worcester  and 
Hanscom  Field,  relocation  of  cargo  operations  to  Hanscom 
Field,  and  peak-hour  pricing. 


directives.  The  impact  of  the  regional  alternatives  has  been 
addressed  through  the  study  of  a  range  of  forecast  activity 
levels.  Refer  to  Chapter  2  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR| 
and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  comprehensive 
discussion  of  regional  altematives. 

Massport  advocates  increased  use  of  the  regional  airports 
and  high-speed  rait  services,  in  addition  to  constmction  of 
Runway  14/32  and  the  other  airside  improvement  projects  at 
Logan  Airport,  as  a  comprehensive  plan  for  ensuring  an 
efficient  and  balanced  regional  transportation  system.  As  the 
analysis  in  Chapter  2  indicates,  these  off-airport  altematives 
are  expected  to  reduce  aircraft  traffic  growth  pressures  at 
Logan  Airport,  but  they  will  not  eliminate  airside  delays  at 
Logan  Airport  that  occur  because  of  a  third  operating  runway 
during  periods  of  northwest  winds.  The  Preferred  Altemative, 
which  specifically  addresses  this  deficiency,  is  necessary  and 
provides  clear  benefits  at  curent  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These 
benefits  will  only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as 
developments  at  the  regional  airports  and  high-speed  rail  to 
New  York  act  to  reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at 
Logan  Airport. 


I 

i 
I 


Letter  247:  IVlark  W.  Stettler  and  Cathryn  C.  Stettler 
Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


LETTER  248 

April  23,  1999 

Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley 
MEPA  Unit 

Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 
1 00  Cambridge  St.,  20th  Floor 
Boston,  MA  02202 


Sir, 


are  a  number  of  major  ssueX.  l2Z  J°'     k  '"""ai  Ain,ort.  Tlere 

concern  for  the  incr"no*e  1^^^^^  !  t          ""^  '  '"^^      "^"^  ">"ch 

concerned  with  this^pe  "  TaS  I  ha  '  'h™ '™  "^^^^  '       ^  ^^'^ 

will  address  the  noise  fssue  l^t  consideration  I 

use  of  New  Larger  IfrcTaft  mLAr  h        """^         '"T""^  *»  f"'""^*'  '"^ 
ger  Airtraft  (NLA)  subsequent  to  the  proposed  modifications. 

wlthXSlir"^ T'  ^"^^  -"-y  0^  even 

increase  in  passengerTSn  be  """^  """^ve^  the 

more powe^l,  JZT—T^XT 

marvels  of  Hight  wilC t^eTp  "    h     '^'^  "=^'"8  ^oods  and  passengers.  n,ese 

constructed.  L7L  otn  r  f^H?  Zlr^"^'  '""^"'^^  ^'^raft  yet 

for  these  aircraft  incTude  .h"  apaW  itl°,r       '  Specif.cation 

class  seating  layout  on  -o^Ie  ^  ng~ t^'ifi  1' ^  "^^^ 
layout.  The  wine  scan  nf  th.  k«k    ^  "''"^^'^  '^^^'^S'     966  passengers  m  an  economy 

feet  as  compar  d  ,  Te  fl^  i^  ByT'^T','  ^  '"^'h  of  more  than  258 

and  being  23 1  feet  inlenrh  M  ^  ^"8  span  of  only  of  1 95  feet 

476  tons'  A  ft,  ^loadX^  ZT  ^""^"^  '^^.OOO  pound  or 

780,000  pounds  n,eFAA  ™t^  '  "T""  takeK,fr  weight  of  approximately 

larger  aircraft  due^  the  feZo  at'  ™  ^"'^    accommodate  Lse 

handling.  d.mens.onal  requirements  and  increased  difficulty  in  ground 

'^^^ZyZZltZt'Z  "^-^^  ^'^""^  P™^-t  to  runway 

information  along  rth  m^errn      .'  ^°^'"8  product.  This 

that  the  airside  expl^l^p"  ^aa 'r'"^^^^  '^^'^  '"^ '»  ^^lieve 

use  of  this  next  gelra.io„7p"4S   "^^^^  T'  '1'"' """"^ 
approprice  place  for  ,he  opera,iolTfNn^^^  « 
Aircraft  with  the  incredible  Canada  rf!!^",  "  "  "™'""''      fi"^'  destination. 

capacity  of  an  NLA  are  certainly  better  suited  to  regional  hub 


inner  c.ty  auport,  such  as  Logan,  will  mcrease  disproportionately, 
ground  noise  and  aTpZu^rTS  orol^^"'  f'^"'^  ''"g 

ground  movement  o't^::z.Z'::r^,:^zz''TzrT'''' 

runway,  14/32  atnearnaraiui  ^,^  icDn-it    .  Ine  addition  of  a  new 

of  runwky  15L}33RTe^a  !n  ^'^^'-.P'"^  '^^^  Publicized  proposed  lengthening 
claims.  n.nZ  tZy  ^^Z^^  r"'^  "''"^^  '""^  ''^  ^  Mas"' 

time"  betweenX^TO  ofl  NL  '°  '^'^"^'^ 

vulnerable  to  the  wakeCex  T     I        "^^^  ^''"^  »  ""^"^ 

atmospheric  disrupttn  7me  NLA  wo  jd'he  ^  '^"^ 

aircraft,  making  th'e  runw^rdtSo/jt '5  SuT  ^T' 
next-in-line  to  take-off  would  be  launrh^T      u    ?  '^^  °' 

until  the  wake  vortex  atlTend  of  ^^Pm^^^^  "'"P"'"^  ""32  or  15L/33R 

used.  If  NLA  w^e  X^s™,^i^  f  ^""^  safely 

constructive  pl^Tl^ZZf  '  l",  ^'  -night  be 

*^  lucaiion.  1  ne  scheme  is  simply  short-sighted, 
regarding  ataVd^LToHur":  »" 

More  power  is  More^l  k  ui       „  considerably  higher 

more  Ll  a^d  btgerSr  raft  n^/"^  "     ■ "  "  ^'^8"  »8ines  bum 

•he  engine  ofaTN^Z  fr^uir'^^^'"'-  ^'  ""'^  »/ 

^ouU  cause  even^e^rcZ    r  "Z/"^/  «</<«//v«  ,„  amount 

compounds^K^ad  ZT^"'  'V^'  ^  "^^^  "f 

rate  now  experienced  ^^^^^P^  ^'  P^"'^^'"^  '^-e  the 

«/ardin»  ,hr„r  '"^  .'"r '"'""o"  8*™-  •«  'he  impact  on  the  environmen. 

pact  Of  he'airp:^^  «» 

Larger  Aircraft  *'  "'"'"^     "«  "'^"^  ">  f"""""  »f  New 

ger  Aircraft  (NLA)  subsequent  to  the  proposed  modiHcations. 

passenger  thrdep^a^est  be  ^eXTb:^^^^^^^ 

somewhere  else  Losan  is  a  ,.IT„         ^   "^^"^^  °"  "  P'^=  ^de  to 

eise.  Logan  IS  a  terminus  aiipon.  Veiy  few  passengers  will  be  simply 


Eve,yo„e  will  wan.  ,o  toow  whTie  CAT  or^;,  Po"""""- 
to  the  promise  of  traffic  reliefi^  ' """"  '  "'^""^^^  ^nd  what  happened 

capacity  of  the  airport  and  thTawir.?^;*'''  «■«  increased 

Latter  Aircraft  (N.A,  »ubse,r.!  ttrroZT::^^  ^ 

:"Tt«:r  "adnUnistative,, 

seems  that  the  managemem  and  operation  oTZ  ti^l  ■'•  sa/e,y  protocoL  I, 

existence  of  the  adjacent  residential  coZlZ  I  a^in  fiT  *^ 
mathematical  exercise  that  shows  how  m\       ^'  agreement  with  the 

available  during  poor  weather  ''^'"^    ™«ays  were  more 

property  involved.  TT,ere  is  no  acclmftir  f^r"  U""'"     '"^"'^  and 
either.  Will  a  DC-9/30  pe^r^  in  a  weXr  *^  ^^^-tion 

Dash  8,  F.27  or  an  NLA?  nTy  raJHn^i^r  f  '"f  ^  »  ^320,  B757. 

characteristics  and  flown  byZZll  '    7       """^^  "°iq"e 

professional  experienc7frl1:o  tr;^wr.T"r"^^ 

more  «ffmr«an/  if  safety  proto^VrT^r         f  "^'''''y'  '''>"''' 

■ncreased  gate  fees  would  LZ^y'T.  71::^::^^' 

airpor,  and  the  ability  of  thfrZrtrf^'fr.         """"""  "P""^  "f 
(NLA)  subsequent  to  the  propZ  mrdfrcatll""      "''''^  "^"'^ 

St^reZuequired'bTth?^^^^^^^  *^  Environmental  Impact 

levels  that  occur  from  aircraTno  se  e:^^^^^^^^  ''""^^  A"  ">  'he  sound 

weighted  scale  is  totally  inaDnrnnnl,  T  -"casuremem  of  decibels  using  an  "A" 

aircraft.  TTe  "A"  s^Z^^r^Ztj"'7  T "?         "^^""""^  "y 
Very  nice  for  setting  up  Z  home^  el  T  ^""'^'^  'o      "^an  ear. 

spectrum  much  greL  *^"heTudSf      fr""  ^ 
range  from  infrasonic,  below  the  "eve  ofTudl      ^"'"'"'^    '""""^       ^  aircraft 
level  of  human  auditory  sensitTvitv  TT,e  ^  ^        sensmv.ty,  to  ultrasonic,  above  the 
Because  I  can  V  ,ear  ITfZency  ^IhT""    f  """'^  '»  ™- 

because  they  exist  beyond  our  canSil  L  I  °'  ^amma  radiation 

aware  of  the  physical  damag^they  clus^  S„T  ""^h 
the  noise  evem  is  highly  significant  "  ™' 

impact  of 


conversing  with'S^yttS:"^::""^^^^^^^ 

ano*er9o"l4e!jeT3tkf:"*^  Guess  what?7  In 

An  increase  in  aircrS  oSl^i,^  offand  thas  rude  and  cacophonous  event  recurs, 
noise  eventsZTnoT^Zr^^     k  ^"^'^  ^'to^"! 

the  envirotme^t  irdi^cUv^Z^^  ™s  type  of  collateral  impact  on 

thus  faT  r?^H       -       ^     coincidental,  and  cannot  be  overlooked  as  it  has 

reVardfn^  ,1?  °°  S^ven  .0  .he  impact  on  the  environment 

the  use  of  New  IZ^mZu^Z^T  "f^  ""^"^ 

i^arger  Aircraft  (NLA)  subsequent  to  the  proposed  modifications 

Urald  retldeSaX™"^^^^^ 

neighborhoods  are  a  fertile  envtrm  for  crT^ "  "'^^  ""^ 

i'etrdl'n^  ttT"      ""'i."'""""        •«  «■«  '"Pact  on  the  environment 

New  LargeXrcTaf,  """"^         ^'^-ort  to  facilitate  the  use  of 

.0  a  regio^naitr s^mlir^^^^^^^^^^^^^^  «  -P-'" 

tco^omfc  nlf"  ™P™vemem  project  is  a  mistake  that  will  lead  .0  major 

c  mpns  d'ot  b^^^^  '^-"^  "      -ban  levitalizationlat  are 

hah  ?^7n,v,  of  "nimercial  projects  and  of  an  increase  in  urban  residency  will 

« a  Mgr;rr^^^^^  » -^port  ir 

simply  not  able  .  ' "''^         ""y-  ^"8^  International  Airport  is 

Zdered  fo  ly  ^  ^7^!  "'^  "P^-^"^'  ™» '^HX.rt  shouTd  be 

of^  already  oveTt^H     .  '"'"y-  to  enable  an  increase  in  capacity 

lughtSs  Ld  1^^^^^^^  '  '^^Sile,  historic  Boston  neighborhood  would  be 

MdloU^o^otZ^       ^""^  improvements  of  Uus  nature  are  not  even  a  Band- 
etn  b  '"^"^^^  »f  "  i3  s-Prising  that  they  would 


^:'iiz:s:z:z:':i  ir  ^^^^^  ™  of  a.  ^ 

Washington.  D.C.  are  s"y  fee  ^A^^  /l'  1"  ^"^ 
prominen.  and  prosper  in  the  global  econo— 4eTe«  '°  '^"^ 

accept  the  fact  that  a  new,  world  clas,  r^iZi  ^  that  we  all 

means  shotUd  be  implem  „X  alS?r^  "^"^  "  A't^e  other 

commercial  passenger  operate  a  Wot  *  °^"^P^="y  «  Logan;  expansions  of 
operations  to  Hans-^n,  ^TZ  plZTpTl^'"'^'"  "^-^0 

.^S'hZ  tVt^it trtSTetr'  °"  ''^^^  *^^--  '•'-^  »-c'  - 


Sincerely, 


Mark  W.  Stettler 


Cathryn  C.  Stettler 

4  Wilbur  Court,  #1 
East  Boston,  MA  02128 

617-443-0400 
mws@cidassoc.com 

617-561-6307 
catmws@eroIs.com 
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graphic  comparison  showing  the  size  relationship  of  familiar  i 
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Code     Topic  1 


248.1 


Alternatives 


248.2 


Topic  2 

Operational 
Restrictions 


Comment 


Air  Quality 


Impacts 


248.3     Ground  Access  to 

Transportation  Logan 


248.4   ^  Alternatives 


Reduced 
Minima 


Response 


Ttiere  has  been  no  fair  consideration  given  to  the  impact  on 
the  environment  due  to  the  increased  capacity  of  the  airport 
and  the  ability  of  the  airport  to  facilitate  the  use  of  New 
Larger  Aircraft  (NLA)  subsequent  to  the  proposed 
modifications. 


So-called  New  Large  Aircraft  (NLA)  carrying  up  to 
1,000  passengers  are  still  just  in  the  discussion  phase.  No 
manufacturer  has  undertaken  serious  development  of  such 
aircraft  yet,  which  would  be  a  multi-year  process.  These 
aircraft  would  probably  require  modifications  to  existing 
airport  jetways  and  apron  areas  along  with  increases  in 
taxiway  width  and  turning  area.  Their  use  would  be  limited  to 
extremely  high-density  markets,  and  it  is  not  likely  that  Boston 
would  be  among  these.  In  fact,  the  number  of  "jumbo  jets" 
serving  Logan  Airport  has  declined  in  recent  years. 
Consequently,  the  NLA  was  not  included  in  the  Future  Fleet 
scenarios. 


There  has  been  no  fair  consideration  given  to  the  impact  on 
the  environment  regarding  air  and  water  pollution  due  to  the 
increased  capacity  of  the  airport  and  the  ability  of  the  airport 
to  facilitate  the  use  of  New  Larger  Aircraft  (NLA)  subsequent 
to  the  proposed  modifications. 


There  has  been  no  fair  consideration  given  to  the  impact  on 
the  environment  regarding  the  physical  infrastructure  of  the 
City  of  Boston  due  to  the  increased  capacity  of  the  airport 
and  the  ability  of  the  airport  to  facilitate  the  use  of  New 
Larger  Aircraft  (NLA)  subsequent  to  the  proposed 
modifications. 

There  has  been  no  fair  consideration  given  to  the  impact  on 
the  environment  regarding  the  safety  and  welfare  of  the 
affected  communities  due  to  the  increased  capacity  of  the 
airport  and  the  ability  of  the  airport  to  facilitate  the  use  of 
New  Larger  Aircraft  (NLA)  subsequent  to  the  proposed 
modifications. 


Implementation  of  the  recommended  Airside  Project, 
specifically  unidirectional  Runway  14/32,  would  not  increase 
Logan  Airport's  normal  airfield  capacity  of 
approximately  120  operations  per  hour.  This  capacity  is 
available  at  Logan  Airport  approximately  80  percent  of  the 
time.  Runway  14/32  would  allow  Logan  Airport  to  maintain 
this  capacity  during  periods  of  strong  northwest  winds  that 
now  require  controllers  to  operate  on  only  one  or 
two  runways,  compared  to  the  typical  three-runway 
configurations  used  at  Logan  Airport. 

So-called  New  Large  Aircraft  (NLA)  carrying  up  to 
1,000  passengers  are  still  just  in  the  discussion  phase.  No 
manufacturer  has  undertaken  serious  development  of  such 
aircraft  yet,  which  would  be  a  multi-year  process.  These 
aircraft  would  probably  require  modifications  to  existing 
airport  jetways  and  apron  areas  along  with  increases  in 
taxiway  width  and  turning  area.  Their  use  would  be  limited  to 
extremely  high-density  markets,  and  it  is  not  likely  that  Boston 
would  be  among  these.  In  fact,  the  number  of  "jumbo  jets" 
sen/ing  Logan  Airport  has  declined  in  recent  years. 
Consequently,  the  NLA  was  not  included  in  the  Future  Fleet 
scenarios. 

Refer  to  response  to  Comment  248.1 . 
Refer  to  response  to  Comment  248.1 . 


The  Airside  Project  analysis  is  based  on  alternative  20-year 
forecasts  of  operations  by  aircraft  type.  Only  larger  aircraft 
compatible  with  the  existing  facilities  at  Logan  Airport  are 
included  in  the  future  forecasts  for  Logan  Airport  fleets  on 
which  the  delay  and  environmental  analyses  are  based. 


Letter  248:  Mark  W.  Stettler 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Code     Topic  1  Topic  2  Comment  Response 


248.5 

Noise 

Impacts 

There  has  been  no  fair  consideration  given  to  the  impact  on 
the  environment  regarding  the  increase  of  infrasonic  sound 
due  to  the  increased  capacity  of  the  airport  and  the  ability  of 
the  aiiport  to  facilitate  the  use  of  New  Larger  Aircraft  (NLA) 
subsequent  to  the  proposed  modifications. 

Refer  to  response  to  Comment  248.1 . 

248.6 

Noise 

Soundproofing 

There  has  been  no  fair  consideration  given  to  the  impact  on 
the  environment  regarding  the  social  injustice  of  sound 
abatement  programs  offered  by  Massport  due  to  the 
increased  capacity  of  the  airport  and  the  ability  of  the  airport 
to  facilitate  the  use  of  New  Larger  Aircraft  (NLA)  subsequent 
to  the  proposed  modifications. 

Refer  to  response  to  Comment  248. 1 . 

i  248.7 

Regional 
Transportation 

Regional 
Airports 

There  has  been  no  fair  consideration  given  to  the  impact  on 
the  environment  regarding  the  economic  hardship  caused 
by  concentration  of  activity  due  to  the  increased  capacity  of 
the  airport  and  the  ability  of  the  airport  to  facilitate  the  use  of 
New  Larger  Aircraft  (NLA)  subsequent  to  the  proposed 
modifications,  as  compared  to  a  regional  air  transportation 
solution. 

Refer  to  response  to  Comment  248.1. 

Letter  248:  Mark  W.  Stettler 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


April  12.  1999 


Mr.  Robert  DurarJ  Secretary 
Of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention  MEPA  Office 
Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley  -  EOEA  No  10458 
100  Cambridge  Street.  20th  Floor 
Boston.  MA  02202 


Gentlemen: 

-         "Draft  -  Environmentallmpact  Reoort  #in4«;fl"  I  «  a- 

Plan".  ^  ""^SS  Logan  Airside  Improvement 

This  letter  is  to  reaffirm,  without  aualifiroUnn  „ 

proposed  construction  of  RuS  i1/3?rH'.r?PP°''^'°"  *° 

Airport:  there  are  far  too  many  unanswe 'fn^  """"^^^^  "-^S^" 

be  built.  ^  unanswered  questions  to  allow  the  runways  to 

After  a  f™^^^^^^^  impacted' communities 

increase  for  aM  "^^r  term,  flights  and  noise  will 

'olX^'!:!l^  "  '"^^^^"^^^      -^-t  that  it  is  iudge  so  fcr  the 

•  Outdated  studies  and  figures  were  used 
f-AA  modeling  not  adhered  to 

•  Lack  Of  alternative  studies,  i.e.  Hanscom.  second  airport 

SmeSlltS^™^^  are  entitled  to " 

be  jeopardized  by  Masspo^^^^^^^^^       ^  °^  ^'Y  ' 
impacted  communities  currentrexper^encl  tr/^  '^''^^ 
polluted  environment,  from  the  planes  J^^'^'\^'  ^°"9^^t.on.  noise,  and  a 
Massport  related  operations  HeaiS^t"^^^^^^^  busses  and  other 

asthma,  breathing  problems.'  andlLThellrohf'  ^^^^  °^ 

pollution  and  noise  in  the  impacted  r^!^nf  ?  Problems  as  a  result  of  the 
construction  of  RunwariS  an^ tS^TT'^ P^°P°^^^ 
built  it  Will  only  exacerbate  he  e     'no  orohr"'  ^'^""'^  ^°  ^e 

The  construction  of  the  new  mnS  at  on!'^!-^^  ""''"""^ 
the  quality  of  the  environment  and  in  t^^fl  ?T^''^^  *°  ^"^^nce 

be  very  destructive.  Potentially  has  the  ability  to 

My  health  and  the  health  or  the  othPr  no^.i     u  .• 

communities  are  to  precious  to  hi  ifon  i^^       "^^  ''^P^cted 

into  our  community.  '  Jeopardized  by  Massport's  further  expansion 

Massport  states  that  the  runway  will  bP  .  m..w 

fly  out  over  the  water.  uni-d,rectional  and  the  planes  will 


If  the  planes  fly  over  the  water  and  an  there  is  an  east  wind  blowing  it  will 
cause  the  fumes  to  blow  back  into  the  communities,  rumbling  sounds  from  the 
planes  will  bounce  off  the  buildings  and  impact  the  communities  in  a  negative 

ir?L        ^  ""^^  ^^^^      P'an 's  to  construct  a  new  runway 

14/32  and  extend  runways  15-R/33-L  and  runway  9.  There  are  three  runways 
involved.  The  FAA  would  have  the  final  say  about  what  directio^is  for  takeoff 
and  landing.  * 

The  Commonwealth  must  create  a  comprehensive  plan  and  no  further  expansion  of 
Logan  cjn  be  allowed.  Please  support  the  impacted  community's  position  and 
deny  MPA  Logan  Airside  Improvement  Plan". 

Address:  /  <^  _x^_^^^..^  ^  ^.a^<x^ 
^^^^    //  ^     ^    ^  ,^ 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  249 
Charlene  Stevens 
Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Code     Topic  1 


249.1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


Environmental 

Review 

Process 


MEPA 


The  Draft  EIS/EIR  is  inadequate  and  request  that  it  is 
judged  so  for  the  following  reasons: 

■  Outdated  studies  and  figures  were  used 

■  FAA  modeling  not  adhered  to 

■  Lack  of  alternative  studies,  i.e.,  Hanscom,  second 
airport. 


In  January  2000,  in  response  to  the  FAA's  review  of  the  Draft 
EIS,  the  FAA  called  for  preparation  of  a  Supplemental  Draft 
EIS  to  address  specific  issues  identified  by  the  FAA  following 
input  from  a  SDEIS  Panel  consisting  of  six  persons.  At  the 
FAA's  direction,  three  SDEIS  Panel  members  were  appointed 
by  the  Govemor  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  and 
three  were  appointed  by  the  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Boston. 
Under  the  direction  of  the  New  England  Region  FAA,  the 
SDEIS  Panel  convened  in  March  of  2000  and  then  met  at 
least  monthly  with  a  final  meeting  in  December  of  2000.  A 
total  of  12  meetings  were  held.  To  provide  the  appropriate 
background,  the  SDEIS  Panel  was  presented  with  an  Interim 
Supplemental  Draft  EIS,  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR, 
answers  to  key  letters  written  by  members  of  the  public, 
concerned  agencies  and  public  officials  responding  to  the 
Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR,  and  a  series  of  15  visual  and 
written  presentations  from  the  Project's  technical  consulting 
team  and  other  independent  industry  experts. 

The  Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs  found  that  "...the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Report  (DEIR)  submitted  on  this 
project  adequately  and  properly  complies  with  the 
Massachusetts  Environmental  Policy  Act...".  Refer  to  the 
Certificate  of  the  Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs  on  the 
DEIR,  dated  May  7, 1999. 

Consistent  with  the  request  made  by  the  EOEA  in  its 
Certificate  on  the  Draft  EIR,  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
includes  delay  and  environmental  analyses  for  1998  to  reflect 
current  conditions  and  provide  context  to  the  delay  problem  at 
Logan  Airport.  The  High  and  Low  Fleet  scenarios  for  37.5  and 
45  million  passengers  represent  a  range  of  possible  future 
activity— both  levels  and  fleet  mix— at  Logan  Airport. 

A  second  major  airport  is  not  a  solution  to  the  current  delay 
and  congestion  problems  at  Logan  Airport.  The  Proposed 
Project  to  reduce  delay  and  enhance  safety  at  Logan  Airport 
must  be  implemented  in  the  near  terni  to  address  cun-ent  and 
future  operating  conditions.  Even  if  a  second  major  airport 
were  to  be  pursued,  the  planning  period  for  site  selection  and 
environmental  review  would  require  ten  to  15  years,  in 
addition  to  a  multi-year  constmction  period.  Rather, 
Logan  Airport  is  pari  of  a  regional  system  of  airports  that 
includes  the  T.F.  Green/Providence,  the  Manchester,  and  the 
Worcester  Regional  airports.  Service  development  and 
increased  passenger  traffic  at  these  airports  are  an  important 
part  of  the  region's  long-term  strategy  to  accommodate 
passenger  and  activity  growth.  Greater  use  of  the  regional 
airports  will  provide  passengers  within  the  service  area  of 
such  airports  with  a  viable  alternative  to  Logan  Airport.  Since 
demand  within  Logan  Airport's  primary  service  area  will 
remain  strong,  the  improvements  at  other  regional  airports 
will  not  eliminate  the  need  for  airside  projects  at 
Logan  Airport. 


Letter  249:  Charlene  Stevens 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Code     Topic  1 

"249.2    "  AftematTves 


249.3 


Topic  2  Comment 

Runway  14/32  T  lf  the  proposed  constmcti'on  of  Runway  14/32  and  the 
Centerfield  Taxiway  are  allowed  to  be  built,  it  will  only 
exacerbate  the  existing  problems  we  currently  endure. 


Noise 


Impacts 


[Even  putting  more  traffic  over  the  harbor  would  result  in  air 
quality,  noise  and  vibration  impacts  to  adjacent  communities.] 


249.4    i  Alternatives 


Runway  14/32 


[Despite  l\/lassporf  s  stated  intentions,  the  FAA  alone  has  the 
authority  to  designate  flight  paths  and  directions  for  take-off 
and  landing.] 


Response  , 

The  Preferred  Alternative  is  a  delay  reduction  program  that  j 
promotes  the  efficiency  and  safety  of  airfield  operations  at  1 
Logan  Airport.  Runway  14/32  enhances  operating  efficiency  by 
providing  a  third  available  runway  in  weather  conditions  that 
require  northwest-southeast  operations.  Similar  three-runway 
configurations  exist  for  all  other  operating  directions. 
Runway  14/32  would  not  expand  the  overall  capacity  of  the 
airport,  since  Logan  Airport" s  normal  operating  capacity  of 
120  operations  per  hour,  which  is  available  approximately 
80  percent  of  the  year,  is  maintained  with  Runway  14/32. 
Massport  is  committed  to  ensuring  that  the  airfield  continues  to 
function  as  efficiently  as  possible.  The  Preferred  Alternative 
achieves  this  goal  responsibly. 

No  altematives  violate  the  NAAC3S.  the  Prefen-ed  Alternative 
shows  better  air  quality  results  than  the  other  altematives.  No 
altematives  violate  the  NAAQS.  The  Preferred  Alternative  shows 
better  air  quality  results  than  the  other  altematives. 
Implementation  of  Runway  14/32  would  not  result  in  substantial 
noise  impacts  in  any  community.  Rather,  it  would  enable  the  air 
traffic  controllers  to  adhere  more  closely  to  the  PRAS  goals  and 
decrease  the  population  that  is  most  severely  affected.  For 
example,  implementation  of  the  Preferred  Alternative  will  reduce 
the  population  affected  by  Day-Night  Sound  Level  values  greater 
than  70  dB  by  four  percent  with  the  29  M  Low  Fleet  scenario,  by 
67  percent  witii  the  37.5  M  High  Fleet  scenario,  and  by  39 
percent  with  the  High  Regional  Jet  Fleet,  while  increasing  the 
population  exposed  to  Day-Night  Sound  Level  values  greater 
than  65  dB  by  two  percent,  zero  percent,  and  three  percent  for 
these  three  fleet  scenarios,  respectively. 
Refer  to  Section  6.2.5  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  and 
population  counts  presented  in  Tables  6.2-3  through  6.2-8  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 

Noise-induced  vibration  levels  from  aircraft,  though  they  may 
cause  rattling,  are  nomially  less  than  footfalls  produced  by  people 
walking  through  their  own  homes. 
The  Runway  1 4/32  concept  under  review  in  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  allows  unidirectional  operations  only  (/.e.,  all  aircraft 
arrivals  would  xcur  over  Boston  Harbor  to  the  Runway  32 
approach  and  all  departures  would  initiate  from  the  Runway  14 
heading  out  over  Boston  Hartior).  State  approval  under  MEPA 
and  federal  approval  under  NEPA  will  allow  Runway  14/32  to 
proceed  only  on  a  basis  consistent  with  the  stated  unidirectional 
limitations.  Consistent  with  any  such  approvals,  Massport  will  light 
and  stripe  Runway  14/32  to  accommodate  unidirectional 
operations  only. 

Furthermore,  tiie  location  of  proposed  Runway  14/32  involves 
physical  limitations  that  reinforce  the  unidirectional  requirements 
of  that  improvement  concept.  The  Hyatt  Hotel  and 
Conference  Center,  which  is  174  feet  high,  is  within  1 ,300  feet  of 
the  Runway  14.  The  Ixation  of  the  Hyatt  Hotel  and 
Conference  Center  invades  applicable  FAA  approach  surface 
glide  slope  requirements,  thereby  precluding  arrivals  from  the 
west  to  the  Runway  14.  Another  factor  limiting  westerly  operations 
on  Runway  14/32  is  tiie  lack  of  available  facilities  to  allow  aircraft ' 
to  taxi  to  the  Runway  32. 

The  unidirectional  limitations  of  Runway  14/32  allow  maximum 
use  of  over-water  operations  and  thereby  limit  operational  impacts 
over  residential  areas.  To  strictly  reinforce  these  important 
environmental  benefits,  Massport  has  designated  the  intended 
unidirectional  limitation  on  Runway  14/32  as  a  mitigation 
measure.  Refer  to  Section  8.7  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
Draft  Section  61  Findings,  and  the  discussion  in  Section  8.5  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  regarding  enforcement  of 
unidirectionality  of  Runway  14/32. 


Letter  249:  Charlene  Stevens 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Robert  Durand,  Secretary 

WOC^Zt  Environmental  Affairs 

100  Cambridge  Stre-it  20th  floor 
Boston,  MA  02202 

RE:  Logan  Airside  Improvement  Project 
Dear  Secretary  Durand: 


LETTER  250 

Lauri  Webster 

192  Gladstone  Street 

East  Boston,  MA  02128 

April  22, 1999 


Florida,  or  Colorado  or  F«ncl  nottc2  "  '  ""'Shtto 

to  catch  flights  for  business  trios  I  h!Jt  P'^'^e  you  go 

me.    And  I  want  to  tell  youTv  ne  to  r  ^Z"'  ""T  ?^  "ad  to 

either,  I  am  afraid.  ^     '  ^  international  airport  is  not  so  pleasant 

ttej  woSJi'^mtC^tto'  V™  m^^'s?ml!i^°.T'^  ""7  ^"^  ^^-"^ed 

full  time  professional  to  reseTri  aXr^l!"'     !  "  ^         ^  """'her  and 

by,  however,  was  the  inabilill  of  ,he  dauTo  adTn    tT'         '  '^^^  '""^k 
airport  operations  are  really  like        1 ,1  1''^''"^'*  V  P'^^y  what  the  impacts  of 
like  to  live  near  Logan  in  avman^s^;^,    ,  !  ' '  '"'^'^"^^  y°"  to  what  its 

that  Massport  operltions  havTbeL  alTowed  r  'T^y^y^S  that  I  am  shocked 
country  where  we  possess  a      Z  „r."!"  "/^^f^  '''^  '^^^1  ">ey  have...  in  this 
laws.  ^  ^^'^^'^  environmental  awareness  and  environmental 

thunders  down  the  runwaT  slS^nl  l^      J"'  ""^  ^ach  plane 

the  closet  and  tilting  piclres  o^Kl  T^T  'M''  ^'""""S  ^'^"^  in 

sometimes  weeks-  j^ihm^  b„aW  -n,  '^i^  "oi^e  goes  on  for  days- 

and  pounds  away  wK^^Sy  fl^worrp"''"  "1"^  ^"'^  '^"^  --^"g 
when  we  come  home  from  a  lordaVTro^^^^^^  ^^""'y  ""g^' "  d«^f«>ys  the  peace  ^ 
preventing  us  from  going  to  sleeo  anH  i  'ong  after  11  PM, 

sound  sleep  in  the  nUddle  of  tlie  n'.Vh,  T  T"  --^asonable,  blasts  US  out  of  a 
outside  the  65  decibel  contour.  ^^^ordmg  to  Massport's  maps,  we  live 

We  are  impacted  in  this  wav  3II  • 

from  the  south.  Forget  having   Sul  onTheT'r""^  ^"'^      ^'"^  """^^ 

S  a  cooKout  on  the  deck  on  a  sunny  afternoon.  Its  too 


uncomfortable  to  stand  out  there  over  the  grill.  Forget  tending  a  garden.  Normal 

n™7wUTr1^  WonlcoLert'tio^Te 
mterrupted,  with  the  other  party  mquiring,  "What  is  that  noise?"  There  is  no  relief 
m  toemng  to  music  or  watching  TV  because  one  has  to  h^n  up  the  vo^u^e  up 
high  It  makes  me  uTitable  and  I  snap  at  my  three  year  old.  Sometimes  ^  SiS^dlT 

not^ZlTeir        '  •'""^  i"^'  "^^-^  we  c^"  t^f^e 


J^^^^f  '  "^l"'  "°  ''°""<l^es  either.  It  hits  me  in  the  face  when  I  get  of 
the  train  commg  home  from  work.  It  follows  me  up  the  hill.  It  is  really  ^ 

"t'l^Z      V^^"  P«™«^'^5       home.    Sometimes,  I  cannot  get  away 

tZ  ZZ^^  P"!**"^      ^'^'^  """^^      P'"°"-  I'  i«  heave^/when  the 

wind  blows  in  a  different  direction  and  the  smeU  of  the  sea  cleanses  the 
neighborhood. 

Sometimes  when  the  wind  comes  from  a  different  direction,  it  just  sounds  like  a 

neighborhood,  it  is  dehghtful.  Unfortunately,  I  know  uTe  planes  are  torjring 
friends  m  other  neighborhoods  and  surrounding  dties  and  towns.  Though  the 
™  or  time  of  day  may  vary,  these  impacts  are  experienced  by  people  in  elery 
Eas  Boston  neighborhood  (33,000  people  live  in  East  Boston).  I  kAow  friends  in 
parts  of  Reyere  Winthrop,  South  Boston  and  Chelsea  that  haye  similar  experiences 

^nr^^uT^^^^tT^'  °  ^""ounding  towns  and  cities  are  hoJeZ 

more  than  120,000  people. 

^en  there  are  the  niore  insidious  impacts  -  things  that  are  harder  to  prove...  effects 
that  take  longer  to  show  up  or  are  harder  to  quantify.  Someone  told  me  that  there 
^11    ^T'^l     Pf^'l"^^^^'  ^^l^^s^d  i^to  the  air  with  every  take-off  and  landing.  Is 

nT.    H  K  '^u  ^'"''''^^'''^  l^^d  besides  on  my  window  sills  and  on  my 

dean  laundry,  which  I  hang  out  to  dry?  How  far  are  they  dispersed?  What  is  their 
impact  on  our  health?  Since  I  have  lived  in  East  Boston;  I  have  heard  resident 

^0°^^^'.°^    ,     ^^.T      ^^P""*  operations  on  their  health  and  the 

he..th  of  family  and  friends.  Here  is  a  sample  of  questions  I  have  heard:  Why  is 

Wk^t^on '  T^^h         f  '"^r^'   ^  ^^^^^  '^'^  Town  of 

Winthrop?  Is  there  is  cluster  of  people  with  neurological  disorders  in  East  Boston^ 

S..tnn^/Trf  J^^K  "^!f.f7"^g^  ^"^o^g  young  women  who  live  and  work  in  East 
Boston?  Is  It  true  that  children  in  flight  paths  have  more  difficulties  learning? 

How  do  we  quantify  the  cost  of  ill  health  and  ignorance?  Shouldn' t  all  this  be  part 
Jr^LlT        .     u  'T'^  emphasizes  over  and  over  the  costs  to  business  that  the 
proposed  project  will  alleviate.  But  what  about  the  costs  to  our  quality  of  life? 
Who  IS  going  to  compensate  me  for  the  time  I  sit  in  airport  related  traffic  in  my  own 
commumty?  How  will  I  be  compensated  for  all  the  times  I  cannot  go  outside  to 
tend  to  my  garden?  Who  is  going  to  pay  me  for  every  day  of  every  year  that  my 
property  is  further  devalued  by  increased  airport  activity?  How  can  people  who 


International  Airport  1  am  completely  disgusted  with  Logan 

Let  me  try  and  summarize  the  rest  of  my  comments  on  the  report: 

line  by  Un/ listing  of  the  inSKro-^rr'*^'  '"^"'^S  ^"  assumption  and 
has  found  errors/defiden"olr  Z    I  P^S^^"^?  commands.  Massport 
travels  over  water,  the~  effect^.  ^  ""f"'" 

the'SXonllfr^ih^af^t^^ 

report  they  have  manipuiattd  tte  sea  e  ^fh  '  ^  ^'T'k"  ^  this 

to  support  their  argumLt,      l::':^:!!^;  ^T.^^^^^^^ 

XTh^ratS^tXr^^^^         ''k^^'^^  ''^y  -  ''-^^"g  over  the 

a  living  resource  tJ^t  we  are  pavinfel^^^^^        f  ^^f"  "^^o^- 

hard  to  establish  the  Boston  Hafbo?  I^^  VT'  '°        "P'  ^«  fyi^g  very 

Harbor  should  be  better  quaS  WtafwUl  H'  '-"P^*  '° 

on  the  eel  grass  or  the  harbor  seakthT^l       ^  the  impact  of  increased  pollution 

Snowy  Owls  continue  to  comeT  "^"'^  '°  *^  Will V 

ove^L"t';tS:?he"a1;Th:rtaf         '°  ^^^y  direchng 

jet  engines  are  both  near  and  tl  '  '"^^'^  'hat  screaming 

enginfs  is  as  bad  as  ^^X^^^^/^:^'^^ 

L&;^:^rPie^r;Ke^^  -  T°""^^ng  parks,  including 

as  weU  as  the  parks  in  Winth^'or.r irel^'recT^gt^^^^^^      ''''  '"'^ 
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Letter  250 
Lauri  Webster 
Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Code     Topic  1 


250.1    I  Air  Quality 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


Impacts 


Someone  told  me  that  there  are  70  pounds  of  particulates 
released  into  the  air  with  every  take-off  and  landing,  is  this 
true?  Where  do  the  particulates  land  besides  on  my  window 
sills  and  on  my  clean  laundry,  which  I  hang  out  to  dry?  How 
far  are  they  dispersed?  What  is  their  impact  on  our  health? 


250.2     Public  Health  Effects 


How  do  we  quantify  the  cost  of  ill  health  and  ignorance? 
Shouldn't  all  this  be  part  of  the  equation?  The  report 
emphasizes  over  and  over  the  costs  to  business  that  the 
proposed  project  will  alleviate.  But  what  about  the  costs  to 
ourquality  of  life? 


250.3 


Analysis  Passenger 
Assumptions/  Forecasts 
Methodologies 


Massport  and  the  FAA  should  be  required  to  lay  out  for 
discussion  and  analysis  in  detail  every  computer  modeling 
program  referenced,  including  all  assumptions 


The  Preferred  Alternative  will  neither  incorporate  land  from 
nor  affect  the  normal  activity  or  aesthetic  value  of  a  public 
park,  recreation  area,  wildlife  refuge,  or  historic  site.  In 
addition,  Massport  prepares  the  Logan  Airport  Annual  Update 
and  the  EDRs  as  part  of  the  review  process  for  the 
Logan  Airport  GEIR/ESPR,  which  presents  a  series  of  status 
updates  on  conditions  and  environmental  mitigation  initiatives 
at  Logan  Airport. 

Massport  has  carefully  planned  the  airside  improvements  to 
reduce  delays  and  improve  efficiency  without  the  need  for 
harbor  intrusion.  Stonnwater  management  will  employ  Best 
Management  Practices  to  minimize  potential  adverse  impacts 
to  harbor  water  quality.  No  adverse  impacts  to  the  Harbor,  the 
Harbor  Islands  or  the  surrounding  areas  are  anticipated  from 
this  project. 

Massport  employs  a  GIS  mapping  system  to  correlate 
air  quality  and  odor  complaints  with  meteorology,  airport  use, 
and  other  factors.  The  soot  sampling  and  monitoring  programs 
indicate  that  Logan  Airport  is  a  very  small  {i.e.,  less  than 
one  percent)  contributor.  In  addition,  the  NAAQS  serve  as  an 
indicator  of  the  acceptability  of  current  pollutant  concentrations 
since  these  standards  were  designed  to  protect  human  health 
and  welfare.  Dispersion  modeling  indicates  no  violations  of  the 
NAAQS. 

In  January  1996,  Massport  reviewed  available  public  health 
data,  including  mortality  and  morbidity  from  each 
neighborhood  in  Boston  and  cancer  incidence  data  available 
from  the  Massachusetts  Department  of  Public  Health.  These 
data  indicated  that  causal  relationships  cannot  be  determined 
at  this  time.  A  review  of  the  1999  Report  to  the  Mayor,  Health 
of  Boston  prepared  by  the  Boston  Public  Health  Commission 
leads  to  a  similar  conclusion.  In  addition,  Massport  has 
shared  the  results  of  the  Soot  Deposition  Study  mih  public 
health  agencies  and  is  cooperating  with  the  Harvard  School 
of  Public  Health  on  the  South  Boston  Particle  Source 
Apportionment  Study. 

All  operational  and  environmental  models  used  in  the  Airside 
analysis  are  approved  for  use  in  this  EIS/EIR.  The  FLAPS, 
DELAYSIM,  and  Airport  Machine  models  used  for  the 
operational  analysis  were  reviewed  and  approved  by  the  FAA 
and  are  discussed  in  Chapter  4  of  the 
Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR,  The  noise  analysis  is 
based  on  the  FAA  approved  INM  model,  which  is  discussed 
in  Chapter  6.  The  air  quality  analysis  is  based  on  FAA,  EPA, 
and  MDEP  models  and  guidelines,  which  are  discussed  in 
Chapter  6.  Please  refer  to  the  technical  appendices  in  the 
Draft  EIS/Draft  EIR  and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for 
detailed  modeling  assumptions. 


Letter  250:  Lauri  Webster 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Code 


250.4 


250.5 


Topic  1  Topic  2 

Environmental  Demographic 
Justice  Data 


Ecosystems  Wetlands 


250.6 


Noise 


Runway  Use 


250.7     Open  Space/ 
Pari<land 


Section  4(f) 


Comment 

Massport  and  the  FAA  should  be  required  to  submit  maps 
that  adequately  portray  the  population  densities  affected  by 
its  current  and  proposed  operations.  In  this  report  they  have 
manipulated  the  scale  of  the  maps  and  the  infomnation 
provided  to  support  their  argument,  but  not  necessarily  to 
reflect  what  really  exists  or  will  exist. 


Response 


The  estimated  population  within  the  65  dB  and  60  dB  DNL 
noise  contours  for  the  No  Action  and  Preferred  Alternatives  is 
presented  for  each  of  the  communities  within  the  study  area 
in  Tables  6.8-3  through  6.8-8  of  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR.  Figures  6.8-1  and  6.8-2  of  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  provide  information  on  the  distribution  of  median 
household  income  and  minority  populations  within  the  study 
area. 


The  impacts  to  the  Harbor  should  be  better  quantified.  What 
will  be  the  impact  of  increased  pollution  on  the  eel  grass  or 
the  hartjor  seals  that  have  returned  to  the  Harbor.  Will  the 
Snowy  Owls  continue  to  come? 


No  wori<  is  proposed  in  Boston  HartDor. 


...Massport's  continuous  references  to  how  much  traffic 
they  are  directing  over  the  water  belies  the  fact  that  taking 
off  over  the  "water"  means  that  screaming  jet  engines  are 
both  near  and  facing  neighbortioods. ...  This  should  be  fully 
analyzed. 


Massport  should  be  required  to  address  impacts  to 
surrounding  part<s,  including  Belle  Isle  Marsh,  Piers  Park, 
Memorial  Stadium  and  other  smaller  East  Boston  Parks  as 
well  as  the  pari<s  in  Winthrop  that  are  in  direct  flight  paths. 


The  operations  of  Proposed  Runway  14/32  would  be  over  the 
water.  The  departures  on  Runway  14  would  tum  over  the 
inner  harbor  and  proceed  out  the  harbor  mouth,  as  do  the 
departures  on  Runway  15R,  the  nighttime  preferential 
runway.  Similarly,  the  last  several  miles  of  the  approach  path 
to  Runway  32  would  be  over  water  and  largely  uninhabited 
islands.  When  Runway  14/32  is  in  operation,  it  would  reduce 
the  noise  exposure  over  populated  communities. 

Monitoring  of  airborne  soot  levels  in  the  vicinity  of  Logan  Airport 
have  shown  that  the  airport  is  a  very  small  (less  than 
one  percent)  contributor  to  ambient  levels.  In  addition. 
Nitrogen  Oxides  emissions  associated  with  the  Airside  Project 
are  lower,  when  compared  to  the  No  Action  Alternative. 

Construction  and  operational  controls  will  be  implemented  to 
ensure  that  any  potential  impacts  to  natural  resources  are 
minimized.  In  general,  these  will  include  a  constnjction  soil 
erosion  and  sediment  control  plan,  a  stormwater  management 
plan  and  the  use  of  Best  Management  Practices  (BMPs)  for 
daily  airfield  operations. 


Letter  250:  Lauri  Webster 

Private  Citizens;  East  Boston 
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Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 
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Letter  251 
Mary  Ellen  Welch 
Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 

Code     Topic!  Topic  2  Comment  Response 

The  goals  of  the  Airside  Project  are  to  reduce  delay,  increase 
airport  efficiency,  and  reduce  negative  environmental 
impacts. 

The  Preferred  Alternative,  and  specifically  unidirectional 
Runway  14/32,  would  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal 
airfield  capacity  of  approximately  120  operations  per  hour. 
This  capacity  is  available  at  Logan  Airport  approximately 
80  percent  of  the  time.  Runway  14/32  would  allow 
Logan  Airport  to  maintain  this  capacity  during  periods  of 
strong  northwest  winds  that  now  require  controllers  to  operate 
on  only  one  or  two  runways,  compared  to  the  typical 
three-runway  configurations  used  at  Logan  Airport.  The 
runway  will  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal  operating 
capacity,  nor  will  it  encourage  or  induce  an  increase  in  aircraft 
operations. 

The  Preferred  Alternative,  and  specifically  unidirectional 
Runway  14/32,  would  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal 
airfield  capacity  of  approximately  120  operations  per  hour. 
This  capacity  is  available  at  Logan  Airport  approximately 
80  percent  of  the  time.  Runway  14/32  would  allow 
Logan  Airport  to  maintain  this  capacity  during  periods  of 
strong  northwest  winds  that  now  require  controllers  to  operate 
on  only  one  or  two  runways,  compared  to  the  typical 
three-runway  configurations  used  at  Logan  Airport.  The 
runway  will  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal  operating 
capacity,  nor  will  it  encourage  or  induce  an  increase  in  aircraft 
operations.  The  Preferred  Alternative,  and  specifically 
unidirectional  Runway  14/32,  would  not  increase 
Logan  Airport's  normal  airfield  capacity  of  approximately 
120  operations  per  hour.  This  capacity  is  available  at 
Logan  Airport  approximately  80  percent  of  the  time. 
Runway  14/32  would  allow  Logan  Airport  to  maintain  this 
capacity  during  periods  of  strong  northwest  winds  that  now 
require  controllers  to  operate  on  only  one  or  two  runways, 
compared  to  the  typical  three-runway  configurations  used  at 
Logan  Airport.  The  mnway  will  not  increase  Logan  Airport's 
normal  operating  capacity,  nor  will  it  encourage  or  induce  an 
increase  in  aircraft  operations. 

Although  safety  is  the  first  consideration  of  any  proposed 
alternative  at  Logan  Airport,  this  data  were  not  relevant  to  the 
Airside  Study,  However,  such  questions  can  be  answered  by 
contacting  the  public  affairs  offices  of  the  FAA  or  Massport. 


251.1    :  Noise 


Impacts 


The  neighborhoods,  cities  and  towns  under  and  near  these 
flight  tracks  already  have  too  much  noise.  To  triple  the  noise 
exposure  for  those  residential  communities  is  not 
acceptable. 


Letter  251:  Mary  Ellen  Welch 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 
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Code 

251.2 


Topicl 

Noise 


Topic  2 


l\/lodel 


Comment 

Relying  on  the  computer  model  to  descritje  the  noise 
experience  and  impact  on  neighbortioods  is  not  acceptable. 
Real  measurement  of  noise  via  the  microphone  would  give  a 
more  accurate  description. ...  A  new  study  using  the  real 
noise  readings  to  detemiine  noise  impacts  is  necessary. 


251.3    \  Noise 


Impacts 


251.4 


Alternatives 


The  existing  [noise  and  vibration]  impacts  must  be  addressed 
and  mitigated  before  the  Port  Authority  thinks  about  any  new 
expansion  proposals. 


Taxiway 
Improvements 


[The  proposed  centerfield  taxiway  would  allow  more  planes  to 
line  up,  waiting  to  take  off,  increasing  capacity  for  the  airport 
and  causing  an  increase  in  air  and  noise  pollution.] 


Response   

Differences  between  measured  and  modeled  sound  levels  have 
been  reported  in  Logan  Airporf  s  various  GEIRs  and  Annual 
Updates  for  a  number  of  years.  Differences  at  close-in  locations 
were  significantly  reduced  in  1996  through  modification  of  source 
levels  to  better  account  for  over-water  sound  propagation  and 
apparent  use  of  higher  engine  power  settings  than  are  normally 
assumed  in  the  noise  model's  database  (Refer  to  Appendix  F  of 
the  Logan  Airport  1996 Annual  Update). 
In  1998,  differences  between  measured  and  modeled  noise 
became  even  less  when  Massport  upgraded  its  monitoring 
system  and  began  to  report  noise  caused  only  by  aircraft  -  a 
metric  directly  comparable  to  the  DNL  exposure  levels  predicted 
by  the  noise  model. 

At  sites  having  exposure  levels  of  60  dB  or  more,  this 
improvement  to  the  monitoring  system  brought  measured  and 
modeled  DNL  values  to  within  0.2  dB  of  each  other.  (Refer  to 
Chapter  5  of  the  Logan  Airport  1998 Annual  Update).  Massport 
continues  to  investigate  possible  causes  for  remaining  differences 
(such  as  from  hill  effects)  but  believes  the  FAA's  INM  noise  model 
used  in  the  Airside  Project  noise  analyses  accurately  represents 
expected  noise  exposure.  Using  results  from  a  special  study  of 
Terrain  Modeling  analysis  ( "hill  effects")  in  Orient  Heights  and 
Jeffries  Point,  Massport  applied  for  and  received  approval  to 
apply  a  correction  to  1 999  contours  to  account  for  increased 
levels  in  Orient  Heights. 

Implementation  of  Runway  14/32  would  not  result  in  substantial 
noise  impacts  in  any  community.  Rather,  it  would  enable  the  air 
traffic  controllers  to  adhere  more  closely  to  the  PRAS  goals  and 
decrease  the  population  that  is  most  severely  affected.  For 
example,  implementation  of  the  Prefened  Alternative  will  reduce 
tiie  population  affected  by  Day-Night  Sound  Level  values  greatt 
than  70  dB  by  four  percent  with  the  29  M  Low  Fleet  scenario,  by 
67  percent  wnth  the  37.5  M  High  Fleet  scenario,  and  by  39 
percent  with  the  High  Regional  Jet  Fleet,  while  increasing  the 
population  exposed  to  Day-Night  Sound  Level  values  greater 
ttian  65  dB  by  two  percent,  zero  percent,  and  three  percent  for 
ttiese  tiiree  fleet  scenarios,  respectively. 
Refer  to  Section  6.2.5  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  and 
population  counts  presented  in  Tables  6;2-3  through  6.2-8  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 

Noise-induced  vibration  levels  from  aircraft,  though  they  may 
cause  rattling,  are  normally  less  than  footfalls  produced  by  people 
walking  through  their  own  homes. 
Reducing  the  current  landing  minimums  for  Runways  1 5R,  22L, 
and  27  at  Logan  Airport  will  not  increase  noise  levels.  Aircraft  will 
follow  the  same  anival  patiis,  at  the  same  altitudes  as  today,  but 
the  location  at  which  a  missed  approach  decision  must  be  made 
will  be  moved  closer  to  the  airport.  Since  missed  approaches 
rarely  occur,  they  have  no  discernible  effect  on  tiie  cumulative 
noise.  For  example,  reducing  the  Runway  22L  decision  height  to 
200  feet  moves  the  maximum  noise  point  to  approximately 
3,000  feet  from  touchdown  which  is  further  from  populated  areas 
in  East  Boston  tiian  the  current  maximum  noise  point.  Although 
categorically  excluded  from  NEPA  review,  modeling  of  Vne 
changes  in  runway  availability  from  reductions  in  the  approach 
minimums  and  an  analysis  of  the  potential  impacts  on  community 
noise  exposure  tiiat  may  result  were  included  in  ttie 
Airside  Project  in  compliance  with  an  eariier  agreement  among 
Massport,  the  FAA  and  the  City  of  Boston. 
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Code  Topic  1 
251.5 


Topic  2 


Comment 


251.6 


Regional  Regional 
Transportation  Airports 


Tiie  state  and  the  FAA,  the  EPA  and  [the  state  agencies]  for 
transportation  must  take  a  broader,  regional  look  at 
transportation  needs  and  solutions. 


Public  Health  Effects 


The  Draft  EIS/R  does  not  address  health  impact  from  airport 
operations. 


251.7 


Alternatives 


Reduced 
Approach 
Minima 


Lowering  of  the  minimums  on  landings  will  allow  more 
aircraft  to  attempt  landings  in  bad  weather  conditions.  This, 
too,  will  impact  close-in  communities. 


Response 

Massport  has  been  engaged  in  cooperative  regional  planning 
with  the  FAA,  regional  airports,  and  state  transportation 
agencies  for  a  number  of  years. 

For  example,  in  November  1999,  Massport  and 
Governor  Cellucci  sponsored  a  Regional  Transportation 
Summit  that  involved  the  New  England  Governors, 
transportation  officials,  and  business  leaders.  The  summit 
focused  on  joint  marketing  among  the  New  England 
commercial  sen/ice  airports  and  the  joint  promotion  of  rail  and 
road  initiatives  that  will  foster  an  efficient  and  balanced 
regional  transportation  system.  Refer  to  Chapter  2  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  comprehensive  discussion  of 
Massport's  regional  transportation  planning  initiatives. 


In  January  1 996,  Massport  reviewed  available  public  health 
data,  including  mortality  and  morbidity  from  each 
neighborhood  in  Boston  and  cancer  incidence  data  available 
from  the  Massachusetts  Department  of  Public  Health.  These 
data  indicated  that  causal  relationships  cannot  be  determined 
at  this  time.  A  review  of  the  1999  Report  to  the  Mayor,  Health 
of  Boston  prepared  by  the  Boston  Public  Health  Commission 
leads  to  a  similar  conclusion.  In  addition,  Massport  has 
shared  the  results  of  the  Soot  Deposition  Study  wWh  public 
health  agencies  and  is  cooperating  with  the  Harvard  School 
of  Public  Health  on  the  South  Boston  Particle  Source 
Apportionment  Study. 

Reducing  the  current  landing  minimums  for  Runways  15R, 
22L,  and  27  at  Logan  Airport  does  not  equate  to  a  reduction 
in  the  existing  levels  of  safety  and  doesn't  change  noise 
levels.  Aircraft  would  follow  the  same  arrival  paths,  at  the 
same  altitudes  as  today,  but  the  location  at  which  a  missed 
approach  procedure  would  be  initiated  would  be  moved 
closer  to  the  airport.  Since  missed  approaches  rarely  occur, 
they  have  no  discemible  effect  on  the  cumulative  noise  such 
as  the  Day-Night  Sound  Level  (DNL),  but  are  rather  single 
aircraft  events.  The  noise  from  a  missed  approach  is  at 
maximum  value  just  after  engine  thrust  has  been  increased 
for  the  climb-out.  Reducing  the  Runway  22L  decision  height 
to  200  feet,  for  example,  this  maximum  noise  occurs 
approximately  3,000  feet  from  touchdown  and  further  from 
populated  areas  in  East  Boston  and  Winthrop  that  is  currently 
the  case.  Ideally,  whenever  possible,  the  lowest  minimums 
are  used  to  ensure  the  greatest  availability  of  a  mnway  during 
poor  weather .  Although  normally  categorically  excluded  from 
the  NEPA  review,  the  Airside  Project  study  included  modeling 
of  changes  in  runway  availability  due  to  reductions  in  the 
approach  minimums  and  an  analysis  of  the  potential  impacts 
on  community  noise  exposure  that  may  result. 
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Response 

Adverse  impacts  are  not  predominately  borne  by  low-income 
or  minority  populations.  Only  21  percent  of  the  population 
within  the  65  dB  DNL  contour  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  is 
minority,  compared  to  the  Suffolk  County  minority  population 
of  38  percent.  Less  than  two  percent  of  the  population  within 
the  65  dB  DNL  contour  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  has  a 
household  income  less  than  150  percent  of  poverty  level.  The 
additional  area  within  the  65  dB  DNL  noise  contour 
associated  with  the  Preferred  Alternative  includes  a 
predominately  Hispanic  neighborhood  in  Chelsea  which  is 
predicted  under  worst  case  assumptions  to  experience  an 
increase  of  0.6  dB  or  less.  Under  FAA  standards,  this  change 
is  not  a  significant  adverse  impact.  The  minority  and 
low-income  populations  in  South  Boston  and  East  Boston 
affected  by  the  Preferred  Alternative  65  dB  DNL  contour  are 
almost  identical  to  the  No  Action  Alternative.  The  65  dB  DNL 
contour  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  does  not  extend  into 
Jamaica  Plain,  Roxbury  and  the  South  End.  [litigation  of  the 
increased  noise  within  the  65  dB  DNL  contour  will  be 
provided  to  affected  communities  in  the  form  of  residential 
sound  insulation. 

The  existing  flight  tracks  at  Logan  Airport  have  been 
developed  over  a  long  period  of  time  with  community 


consultation  and  provide  the  best  combination  meeting  both 
airport  requirements  and  community  needs.  The  redesign  of 


existing  flight  tracks  was  not  included  as  a  part  of  the 
Airside  Project.  The  only  new  tracks  proposed  in  the 
Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  are  for  Runway  14/32  and  are 
over  water. 

251.9 

Regional 
Transportation 

Regional 
Airports 

Increasing  the  capacity  and  use  of  underutilized  airports, 
using  peak-hour  pricing,  siting  a  new  airport,  reducing  the 
impacts  of  the  present  air  traffic  and  creating  a  night  curfew 
are  all  things  that  must  be  considered  before  considering  an 
airside  expansion  project. 

Because  the  development  of  a  second  major  airport  would 
require  ten  to  15  years  for  site  selection  and  environmental 
review,  in  addition  to  a  multi-year  construction  period,  this 
option  is  not  viewed  as  a  solution  to  accommodating  forecast 
demand  over  the  next  20  years. 

Service  developments  at  other  surrounding  airports,  including 
Manchester  Airport,  T.F.  Green/Providence  Airport  and 
Worcester  Regional  Airport,  preclude  the  need  for  a  second 
major  airport. 

The  available  public  health  studies  for  communities  adjacent 
to  Logan  Airport  were  reviewed  and  are  presented  in  Section 
6.8.7  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 

Code 
251.8 


Topic  1 

Environmental 
Justice 


Topic  2 

Impacts 


Comment 


...it  is  most  unfair  to  concentrate  the  impacts  and  burden  of 
airline  travel  and  airport  expansion  on  the  people  in  worl<ing 
class  neighborhoods  who  already  bear  the  burden  of 
significant  noise  and  air  pollution. 


Letter  251:  Mary  Ellen  Welch 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Code     Topic  1 


251.10 


Noise 


Topic  2 

Monitoring 


Comment 


...the  actual  measurements  from  the  microphones  are  more 
descriptive  of  the  impacts  than  the  computer  models. . . . 
The  noise  contours  need  to  be  redrawn  to  reflect  the  real 
noise  effects. 


Response 

Differences  between  measured  and  modeled  sound  levels  have 
been  reported  in  Logan  Airporf  s  various  GEIRs  and  Annual 
Updates  for  a  number  of  years.  Differences  at  close-in  locations 
were  significantly  reduced  in  1 996  through  modification  of 
source  levels  to  better  account  for  over-water  sound 
propagation  and  apparent  use  of  higher  engine  power  settings 
than  are  normally  assumed  in  the  noise  model's  database 
(Refer  to  Appendix  F  of  the  Logan  Airport  1996  Annual 
Update). 

In  1998,  differences  between  measured  and  modeled  noise 
became  even  less  when  Massport  upgraded  its  monitoring 
system  and  began  to  report  noise  caused  only  by  aircraft  -  a 
metric  directly  comparable  to  the  DNL  exposure  levels 
predicted  by  the  noise  model. 

At  sites  having  exposure  levels  of  60  dB  or  more,  this 
improvement  to  the  monitoring  system  brought  measured  and 
modeled  DNL  values  to  within  0.2  dB  of  each  other.  (Refer  to 
Chapter  5  of  the  Logan  Airport  1998  Annual  Update).  Massport 
continues  to  investigate  possible  causes  for  remaining 
differences  (such  as  from  hill  effects)  but  believes  the  FAA's 
INM  noise  model  used  in  the  Airside  Project  noise  analyses 
accurately  represents  expected  noise  exposure.  Using  results 
from  a  special  study  of  Terrain  Modeling  analysis  ( "hill 
effects")  in  Orient  Heights  and  Jeffries  Point,  Massport 
applied  for  and  received  approval  to  apply  a  correction  to 
1999  contours  to  account  for  increased  levels  in  Orient 
Heights. 

Also,  measurements  can  only  report  on  the  noise  that  is 
occurring,  not  on  what  may  occur  under  a  future  scenario. 
Therefore,  it  is  necessary  to  yse  the  calculated  contour 
methodology  to  examine  noise  from  various  future  scenarios. 


Letter  251:  Ivlary  Ellen  Welch 

Private  Citizens:  East  Boston 


I 


Olympia  Mastrocola 
26  Winthrop  Street 
Everett,  MA  02149 


LETTER  252 


April  12,  1999 


Robert  Durand 

Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
100  Cambridge  Street,  20^^  Floor 
Boston,  MA  02202 

Dear  Sir: 

I  strongly  oppose  the  expansion  of  Runyi^ay  14/32  and  the  Center  Strip  Taxmay. 

The  noise  from  incoming  planes  has  impacted  my  family's  quality  of  Hfe  for  years 
(especially  m  summer  months  when  trying  to  sit  out  in  back  yard,  or  having  friend^  over 
for^cookout,  the  no.se  is  amioying),  you  only  have  to  check  up  on  the  complaint  I  have 

mhrafr^ons''        '°  '''''^  transportation  needs  such  as  the  utilization  of 

Sincerely, 

Olympia  Mastrocola 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  252 
Olympia  Mastrocola 
Private  Citizens:  Everett 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


252.1 


Regional 
Transportation 


Regional 
Airports 


There  are  other  ways  to  satisfy  our  region's  transportation 
needs  such  as  the  utilization  of  other  airports. 


Response 


Chapter  2  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  provides  a 
discussion  of  the  specific  role  played  by  the  regional 
transportation  alternatives  and  steps  that  Massport  has  taken 
to  foster  use  of  these  alternatives.  Massport  has  long 
recognized  and  has  been  a  proponent  of  options  to 
Logan  Airport.  Together  with  the  regional  airports,  Massport 
has  implemented  a  regional  strategy  to  enhance  the  use  of 
options  to  Logan  Airport.  In  the  Draft  EIS/EIR,  Massport 
identified  up  to  7.3  million  annual  passengers  that  could  be 
absorbed  by  regional  alternatives  that  include  use  of 
T.F.  Green/Providence,  Manchester  and  Worcester  Regional 
airports,  as  well  as  the  new  high-speed  rail  to  New  York.  In 
the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR,  Massport  recognizes  that 
these  developments  will  slow  Logan  Airport's  passenger 
traffic  growth.  Logan  Airport  may  not  achieve  the  37.5  million 
passenger  forecasts  until  after  201 0,  but  rather  closer  to 
2015,  and  the  45  million  passenger  forecasts  may  not  be 
achieved  until  after  2020.  While  regional  altematives  can  play 
an  important  role  in  reducing  the  rate  of  future  traffic  growth 
at  Logan  Airport,  they  do  not  address  Logan  Airport's  inability 
to  efficiently  accommodate  current  levels  of  demand  during 
northwest  wind  conditions.  Runway  14/32,  which  is  designed 
to  correct  the  problem  with  Logan  Airport's  layout,  is 
necessary  to  correct  this  deficiency  and  provides  clear 
benefits  at  current  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will 
only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at  the 
regional  airports  act  to  reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at 
Logan  Airport. 


Letter  252:  Olympia  Mastrocola 

Private  Citizens:  Everett 


Dr.  and  Mrs.  Robert  F.  Belknap 

12  Ringbolt  Road  LFTTFR  OR^ 

Hingham, MA 02043  '  ^^v; 


April  17,  1999 

Re:  Opposed  to  Runway  14/32 

Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention:  MEPA  Office 
Arthur  Pugsley-EOE/.  No.  10 
100  Cambridge  St.  20th  floor 
Boston,  MA  02205 

Dear  Mr.  Secretary, 


The  agreements  of  1 987  between  Massport  and  the  Massachusetts  Executive  Office  of 
Enviromnental  Affairs  were  to  limit  growth  at  Logan  m  a  way  that  would  maint^n 
impacts  at  or  bdow  1987  levels.  The  current  requ^t  for  runway  expattn  Stes  this 
commitment  and  should  be  opposed  by  EOEA. 

Very  truly  yours, 

^^L^t  1.  %^/o.^ 
Dr.  and  Mrs.  Robert  F.  Belknao 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  253 

Dr.  and  Mrs.  Robert  F.  Belknap 
Private  Citizens:  Hingliam 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

253.1 

Environmental 

MEPA 

Review 

Process 

Comment 


The  agreements  of  1987  between  Massport  and  ttie 
Massachusetts  Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 
were  to  limit  growth  at  Logan  in  a  way  that  would  maintain 
impacts  at  or  below  1 987  levels.  The  current  request  for 
runway  expansion  violates  this  commitment  and  should 
be  opposed  by  EOEA. 


Response 


Massport  disagrees.  For  ail  the  altematives,  the 
Airside  Project  analysis  determined  that  the  noise-affected 
populations,  in  both  1999  and  in  future  years,  are  well  below 
the  cumulative  noise  exposed  populations  that  existed  in 
1987. 


Letter  253:  Dr.  and  Mrs.  Robert  F.  Belknap 
Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


LETTER  254  ^i;<om.^/-3mef 


11,  il'fl 


AUH^  7U!4d  JLjlAA^ih.    Tt>  hwJiti ^  ^^^^  Mf^ 

^  ^  ^^^^  ^^Y^' 


A?        yt^  ij  A  >//7^  y/Ay//    J-^^^^  ^^^L-^*^ 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  254 
Robert  F.  Belknap  M.D. 
Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


254.1 


Regional 
Transportation 


Regional 
Airports 


...Logan  Airport  will  never  be  large  enough  or  accessible 
enough  to  solve  the  region's  transportation  problems. 


254.2 


Alternatives        Runway  14/32 


Developments  at  the  regional  airports  and  their  impacts  on 
Logan  Airport  are  described  in  Sections  2.3  to  Section  2.6  of 
the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  Massport  considers 
Logan  Airport  to  be  part  of  a  regional  system  of  airports  that 
includes  T.F.  Green/Providence,  Manchester,  and 
Worcester  Regional  airports.  Massport  has  long  recognized 
that  service  development  and  increased  passenger  traffic  at 
these  airports  are  an  important  part  of  the  region's  long-temn 
strategy  to  accommodate  passenger  and  activity  growth. 
Massport  has  actively  encouraged  the  development  of  these 
regional  airports.  Greater  use  of  the  regional  airports  will 
provide  passengers  within  the  service  area  of  such  airports 
with  a  viable  alternative  to  Logan  Airport.  Since  demand 
within  Logan  Airport's  primary  service  area  will  remain  strong, 
the  improvements  at  other  regional  airports  will  not  eliminate 
the  need  for  airside  projects  at  Logan  Airport. 


...Runway  14/32  would  dramatically  increase  traffic  over 
Hingham  and  other  South  Shore  communities. 


254.3 


Ecosystems       Rare  Species 


...disturbance  of  the  nesting  patterns  of  the  swans  and 
other  migratory  waterfowl  is  inevitable... Dramatically 
increasing  [air]  traffic  would  damage  the  quality  of  life  for 
a|l  species  in  the  planes'  path. 


The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Preferred 
Alternative  will  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner  that  is  more 
consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals.  Total  arrivals  to  Runway 
33L  and  32  would  increase  with  construction  of  the  Runway 
14/32,  but  this  arrival  flight  path  is  primarily  over  water.  This 
oinway  operating  direction  is  currently  mnning  well  below  the 
PRAS  goal  of  42.3  percent,  and  the  unidirectional  Runway 
14/32  would  allow  the  controllers  to  approach  but  still  remain 
below  the  annual  goal  for  Runway  33  arrivals.  The  PRAS 
goals  were  established  based  on  a  thorough  public 
participation  process  in  response  to  community  noise 
concerns. 

The  Preferred  Altemative  is  a  delay  reduction  program  that 
promotes  the  efficiency  and  safety  of  airfield  operations  at 
Logan  Airport.  Runway14/32  enhances  operating  efficiency 
by  providing  a  third  available  mnway  in  weather  conditions 
that  require  northwest-southeast  operations.  Similar 
three-runway  configurations  exist  for  all  other  operating 
directions.  Runway  14/32  would  not  expand  the  overall 
capacity  of  the  airport,  since  Logan  Airport's  nonnal  operating 
capacity  of  120  operations  per  hour,  which  is  available 
approximately  80  percent  of  the  year,  is  maintained  with 
Runway  14/32.  Massport  is  committed  to  ensuring  that  the 
airfield  continues  to  function  as  efficiently  as  possible.  The 
Preferred  Altemative  achieves  this  goal  responsibly. 


Letter  254:  Robert  F.  Belknap,  M.D. 

Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


February  2001 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Code     Topic  1 

254.4    i  Alternatives 


Topic  2 

Runway  14/32 


Comment 


Response 


They  have  stated  in  public  that  increased  traffic  to  runway 
14/32  would  be  over  water.  This  is  not  tme. 


Refer  to  Section  8.7  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  Draft 
Section  61  Findings,  and  the  discussion  in  Section  8.5  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  regarding  enforcement  of 
unidirectlionality  of  Runway  14/32. 

The  unidirectional  limitations  of  Runway  14/32  allow 
maximum  use  of  over-water  operations  and  thereby  limit 
operational  impacts  over  residential  areas.  To  strictly 
reinforce  these  important  environmental  benefits,  Massport 
has  designated  the  intended  unidirectional  limitation  on 
Runway  14/32  as  a  mitigation  measure.  We  anticipate  that 
any  state  and  federal  approvals  will  also  strictly  reinforce  the 
unidirectional  limitations  intended  for  Runway  14/32. 

The  significant  noise  exposure  from  Runway  14/32  occurs 
over  water  in  Boston  Harbor.  Even  the  Day-Night  Sound 
Level  60  dB  contour,  which  extends  less  than  six  miles  from 
the  runway,  is  over  water.  The  DNL  on  the  south  shore  of  the 
harbor  at  9  miles  from  the  runway  should  be  less,  on  the 
order  of  55  dB,  which  was  chosen  by  the  United  States  EPA 
as  the  environmental  noise  level  required  to  protect  public 
health  and  welfare  with  an  adequate  margin  of  safety. 


Letter  254:  Robert  F.  Belknap,  M.D. 

Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


February  2001 


LETTER  255 


17  Ringbolt  Rd. 
Hingham,  MA.  02043 
,  April  21.  1999 


Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
attn.:  MEPA  Office 
Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley  -  EOEA  No.  104 
100  Cambridge  St.  20th  fl. 
Boston,  MA.  02205 

Dear  Secretary  Pugsley, 

1 .  Runway  1432  will  not  solve  the  problem  of  Logan's  inadequacy  as  a  site. 

^'  w^^finl^fh^?'^"'""^  ^^"^  "°'        9^^^"  adequate  consideration  For  examole 

Tsird^iirurufn:  Sotur  ^'-^^-^ '°  '^-^^^'^^^^ 

LoZdirectfvTntl "  m'"  ''.^"^       '^^  are  located  9  miles  from 

ZVZ!^ e^pff  °'  ^^^2      ^"--"^  are 

Sincerely, 

Charles  W.  Berry 
Susan  B.  Berry 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  255 
Charles  and  Susan  Berry 
Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

255.1 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

Runway  14/32  will  not  solve  the  problem  of  Logan's 
inadequacy  as  a  site. 

:  255.2 

Regional 

Regional 

Regional  solutions  have  not  been  given  adequate 

Transportation 

Aimnrt^ 

r\i\  [Jul  lo 

prinQiHpratlAn 

255.3 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

Runway  14/32  would  not  be  strictly  over  the  water.  We 

are  located  9  nniles  from  Logan,  directly  in  the  glide  path 

and  already  subject  to  excessive  noise  when  Runway  33L 

is  in  use. 

Response 

Logan  Airport  is  currently  one  of  the  most  delay-prone 
airports  in  the  country,  and  Massport  is  striving  to  achieve  the 
best  performance  possible  from  the  existing  airport  site.  The 
benefits  of  Runway  14/32  are  significant:  (1)  it  provides  a 
third  runway  for  operations  during  northwest  winds;  (2)  it 
reduces  total  annual  delay  by  21  to  35  percent  (Alt.  1A  vs.  Alt. 
4);  (3)  it  reduces  delays  during  VFR  conditions  by  47  to  69 
percent  (Alt.  1A  vs.  Alt.  4);  (4)  it  allows  controllers  to  separate 
aircraft  of  differing  size  classes  during  northwest  winds;  and 
(5)  it  increases  the  controllers'  ability  to  achieve  PRAS  goals. 

Logan  Airport  is  part  of  a  regional  system  of  airports  that 
includes  T.F.  Green/Providence,  Worcester  Regional  and 
Manchester  airports.  Massport  has  long  recognized  that 
service  development  and  increased  passenger  traffic  at  these 
airports  are  an  important  part  of  the  region's  long-term 
strategy  lo  accommodate  passenger  and  activity  growth. 
Massport  has  actively  encouraged  the  development  of 
regional  airports  and  use  of  other  options,  including 
high-speed  rail  to  Logan  Airport's  largest  market.  New  York. 
Regional  service  was  examined  in  Chapter  2  of  the  Airside 
Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR,  This 
analysis  supports  the  conclusion  that  greater  use  of  the 
regional  airports  will  provide  passengers  within  the  service 
area  of  such  airports  with  a  viable  altemative  to 
Logan  Airport.  Since  demand  within  Logan  Airport's  primary 
service  area  will  remain  strong,  the  improvements  at  other 
regional  airports  will  not  eliminate  the  need  for  airside 
projects  at  Logan  Airport. 

The  significant  noise  exposure  from  Runway  14/32  occurs 
over  water  in  Boston  Harbor.  Even  the  Day-Night  Sound 
Level  60  dB  contour,  which  extends  less  than  six  miles  from 
the  runway,  is  over  water.  The  DNL  on  the  south  shore  of  the 
hariDor  at  9  miles  from  the  runway  should  be  less,  on  the 
order  of  55  dB,  which  was  chosen  by  the  United  States  EPA 
as  the  environmental  noise  level  required  to  protect  public 
health  and  welfare  with  an  adequate  margin  of  safety. 


Letter  255:  Charies  &  Susan  Berry 

Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


I 


LETTER  256 


James  B.  Conroy 
28  Croydon  Rd. 

HiNGHAM,  Mass.  020-43 


loo  OJUJ^  5P 
J;^ 


I 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  256 
James  B.  Conroy 
Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


Code 

256.1 


Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Altematives       Runway  14/32 


The  proposed  new  ainway  at  Logan  would  dramatically 
increase  that  noise  pollution,  for  the  sake  of  expanding 
traffic  at  a  transportation  bottleneck  that  is  already  full. 


Response 


In  Hingham  DNL  levels  from  Logan  Airport  overflights  are  on 
the  order  of  55  dB  or  less,  some  20  dB  below  the  highest 
exposure  levels  experienced  by  communities  much  closer  to 
Logan  Airport. 


Letter  256:  James  B.  Conroy 

Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


LETTER  257 


28  Croydon  Road 
Hingham,  MA  02043 
April  18,  1999 


Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 

Attention:  MEPA  Office 

Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley-EOEA  No.  10 

100  Cambridge  Street 

20'*'  Floor 

Boston,  MA.  02205 


Dear  Mr.  Pugsley: 


T  h.nn.    r  adequately  describe  the  complete  sense  of  dismay  I  felt  when 

I  happened  upon  the  diagram  m  the  March  2,  1999.  Bosron  Globe,  showing  the  effect 
Runway  14/32  would  have  on  the  Town  of  Hingham.  Prior  to  thi,  I  wa  nVt  evefaware 
that  Massport  wanted  to  accommodate  more  flights  into  Logan.  Really  it  never  evel 
entered  my  mind  that  an  expansion  would  even  be  considered,  adding  Lre  raffiX^  ,n 
first    he.  T"'         "'^^  of  congestion  we  know  as  the  City  of  Boston  At 

fZacteH  h  "'"^^  '  ^^^^^^t  that  if  Hingham  were  to  be 

Srand  f^H     .Tr^'  ''"^'"'^  -^^^  aware  of  the  situation  and 

s  ate  and  federal  studies  would  be  done  to  assess  its  impact  on  our  quality  of  life  So  I 
allayed  my  fears  until  further  articles  in  the  Globe  made  it  clear  that  indeed  H  ngham 
would  be  severely  affected.  Massport  hadn't  even  considered  the  effectfon  h!1^^^^^^^^^ 

inten^nlTwhr'  ^^'^P^^"^  conversations  must  be 

that  when  the  wind  direction  changes  so  will  the  flight  path  makes  the  noise  tolerable 
However,  the  proposed  150o/o  increase  in  flights  would  result  in  fewer,  if  an^S  of 


commun!^rsrofnl'^V'^"^^'''f  °"      ^"^''^  ^^''^^    "'"g^am  and  other 

communities  surrounding  Logan  and  reject  this  proposal. 


Sincerely, 
Lynn  Conroy 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  257 
Lynn  Conroy 
Private  Citizens:  Hingiiam 


Code 

Tnnir  1               Tnnir  9 

Response 

^  257.1 

.  Alternatives  Demand 

1  was  not  aware  that  Massport  wanted  to  accommodate 
more  flights  into  Logan. ..[This  expansion  would  add]  more 
traffic  both  in  the  air  and  on  the  ground... 

The  Preferred  Alternative,  and  specifically  unidirectional 
Runway  14/32,  would  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  nomnal 
airfield  capacity  of  approximately  120  operations  per  hour. 
This  capacity  is  available  at  Logan  Airport  approximately 
80  percent  of  the  time.  Runway  14/32  would  allow 
Logan  Airport  to  maintain  this  capacity  during  periods  of 
strong  northwest  winds  that  now  require  controllers  to  operate 
on  only  one  or  two  runways,  compared  to  the  typical 
three-runway  configurations  used  at  Logan  Airport.  The 
runway  will  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  nornial  operating 
capacity,  nor  will  it  encourage  or  induce  an  increase  in  aircraft 
operations. 

257.2 

Environmental     Public  process 

Review 

Process 

1  thought  if  Hingham  were  to  be  impacted  by  the 
runway.. .[they]  would  be  made  aware  of  the 
situation... Massport  hadn't  even  considered  the  effects  on 
Hingham. 

In  Hingham  DNL  levels  from  Logan  Airport  overflights  are  on 
the  order  of  55  dB  or  less,  some  20  dB  below  the  highest 
exposure  levels  experienced  by  communities  much  closer  to 
Logan  Airport. 

257.3 

Noise  Impacts 

...while  certainly  stressful,  the  knowledge  that  when  the 
wind  direction  changes  so  will  the  flight  path  makes  the 
noise  tolerable.  However,  the  proposed  150%  increase  in 
flights  would  result  in  fewer,  if  any,  periods  of  quiel 

The  Preferred  Altemative  is  a  delay  reduction  program  that 
promotes  the  efficiency  and  safety  of  airfield  operations  at 
Logan  Airport.  Runway14/32  enhances  operating  efficiency 
by  providing  a  third  available  mnway  in  weather  conditions 
that  require  northwest-southeast  operations.  Similar 
three-runway  configurations  exist  for  all  other  operating 
directions.  Runway  14/32  would  not  expand  the  overall 
capacity  of  the  airport,  since  Logan  Airport's  normal  operating 
capacity  of  120  operations  per  hour,  which  is  available 
approximately  80  percent  of  the  year,  is  maintained  with 
Runway  14/32.  Massport  is  committed  to  ensuring  that  the 
airfield  continues  to  function  as  efficiently  as  possible.  The 
Preferred  Altemative  achieves  this  goal  responsibly. 

Letter  257:  Lynn  Conroy  — — -     —  __  ___  

Private  Citizens:  Hingham 

 .   li 


LETTER  258 


Edward  H.  D'Alelio 
7  Ringbolt  Road 
Hingham,  Massachusetts  02043 


April  21,  1999 


Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention:  MEPA  Office 
Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley  -  EOEA  No.  10 
100  Cambridge  St..  20'"  floor 
Boston.  MA  02205 

RE:  Opposition  to  Runway  14/32 
Dear  Mr.  Pugsley: 


expedite  ba.-gage  retTeva    ,  K  f  '° 

on  baggage  rttrievT  '        '    '      ™^^"-P'*™»g  ^'TO"  i"  the  country 

Again.  1  strongly  oppose  farther  expansion  of  Rtmway  1432  It  is  unneed.H  ,  „ 
waste  o,  taxpayer  ™oney.  and  a  serious  aggravation  ,n'pot:n,iIl  notion 


Sincerely. 
Edward  H.  D".AIelio 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  258 
Edward  H.  D'Alelio 
Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


Code^    Topic  1  Topic  2  Comment  Response 


258.1 

;  Noise 

Nighttime 
Noise 

Tiie  existing  noise  from  aircraft  is  excessive  on  my  family, 
uci^jiniHii^  III  cdiiicbi  di  H.w  nivi  every  morninQ.  it  is 
disruptive  to  my  family,  especially  my  young  children  who 
are  awakened  from  sleep. 

The  Night  Equivalent  Sound  Level  (LeqN)  was  calculated  at 
23  selected  locations  for  all  fleets  and  scenarios.  Tables  6.2.8 
and  6.2.9  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  report  these  data 
for  the  29M  Low  and  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenarios  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  The  results  show  that,  at  most 
locations,  the  LeqN  for  the  future  fleets  is  lower  than  for  the 
1993  case.  Where  there  is  an  increase  in  LeqN,  the  reason 
was  the  increase  in  flights  for  the  No  Action  Alternative,  which 
generally  was  mitigated  by  the  Preferred  Alternative.  These 
results  indicate  that  there  will  be  less  sleep  disturbance  in  the 
future  than  that  currently  experienced. 

Refer  to  Section  7.4.1  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a 
discussion  of  cumulative  noise  impacts. 

258.2 

Purpose  and 
Need 

Delays 

1  am  a  frequent  business  traveler.  1  have  observed  no 
delays  in  my  airline  schedule  and  see  no  need  for  further 
airline  expansion.  If  Massport  wants  to  ease  delays,  they 
should  expedite  baggage  retrieval.  Logan  is  by  far  the 
worst-performing  airport  in  the  country  on  baggage 
retrieval. 

You  appear  to  have  been  extremely  fortunate,  but  you  may  not 
have  noticed  that  the  airlines  have  actually  modified  their  flight 
schedules  to  account  for  delays  at  Logan  Airport.  You  may 
have  noticed  that  some  carriers  now  require  you  to  be  on  board 
ten  minutes  before  the  published  departure  time. 

Letter  258:  Edward  H.  D'Alelio 

Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


Massachusetts  Enviroomental  Protection  Agencv 
Robert  A.  Durand  > 

?m  ^^'^  of  Enviroomental  Afeirs 

100  Cambndge  Street,  Room  2000 
Boston,  MA  02202 
April  21,  1999 

RE:  Logan  Airport  Tndify>>tt.v>n 
Dear  Mr.  Durand: 


LETTER  259 


these  involved  the  b^Lu^S^eg^o^al  S^  t  f' ' 

my  comments  below),  and  the  gr^t^LTSiS^^^^pSS^^t "  ^  259.2 

eveni^g^d'Ml^^^^^  S!?2  tl'S""  -  Wednesday 

furtherance  of  "high  technology' in  mH^^^^  '  ™°way  system  TTie 

the  proposed  runway  ^mSxSr^^^^,^'^.  "^^^'^^^^y  quoted  as  a  desi/ed  objective  of 
camp  of  •'high  techLogy/^l'i^SSS^^^^  professional  engineer,  I'm  firmly  in  the 
of  Hmgham-my  town-Ld  indirecUv-^e  S^c^?«  n seemingly  parochial  interests 
14/32-4f  it's  tmied  on  it^m  mc^lT^  °^       ^'^^^  *  Scituate.  In  regard  to  Runw^         «  .  ^ 

surrounding  towns  £  ^^^11x1^  ^^'''°'*°^  ^S^^d  ? 59 

heads.  ^      exacerbate  the  60-second  mterval  flights  that  already  occur  over  our  ^ 

— y        through  a  miaophone  to  the 
"suits"  who  continually  droneJmrtrSurt^e  "^r^S^.^^^^^^       ^?f,?^  genUemen 
most  constanUy  used  expressions  w^T"G^^t^lrS^  ^""f^  ^^.S 1°'^  ^^^^^  runway."  Hieir  two 
expressions  equate  to  mSst  of  dd^^s  of  eL?^        J^^  technology."  What  do  these  two 

expressions  Sn  be  equated  wiS^  rLS^fr^r^^H"'^"']  ^"^^  recognized  by  all-these 
*e  Mass  turnpike  teyond  W^^tTil Ke^o?  w'T  ^^'^  ^"'""^  of 
for  a  jrremediably  boxed-in  U)Sj^iiZt2^!i  iv^S^^^  '^f ^P^"^°^^  ^^P^^ion 

considered  to  speak  for  ouUyin|arS^f^^bTau^^n  r^l^  '  nut-^ot  sinc^ely  be 

and  wiU  continue,  to  speak  to  t£s  entire  r^^Zdstcy  ^^''^^^^    '""^^  "^^^^  ^^P«« 

SS"£L'gr  SSStTyS^^^^^^         -         if  you  will,  is  locked  into  a  sm^-sized  area 
Masspon  niandSeLter  t^S  Sf  of  Ik  .^^^^^^  "^"'^  '^^  parochiS^^ 

region  called  "Massachusetts."STL  "MaS^  '^g^    ^^P^^^nt  the  greyer     0  fJQ  4 

Likewise,  since  we're  considering^Jn^es^'v/  ^J^^'^'"'^'  Massachusetts,  doesn't  it?  ^0^.4 
can  be  located  anywhere  on  land,  not  jusf  l^S'e  si  '   """^     Massport  must  refer  to  an  "air"-port,  which 

Schu^Sm^^  Rhode  Island,  New  Hampshire,  Maine  and 

in  a  relauvely  small  region,  most  of  E^Sl    '  m       T^^^'^  ^°  ^'  concerns.  We  really  live 
of  our  western  states.  "Riis  regfSS  auS  couldt>^^^^^^         -"^"^       '"^"^    'P^^  ^y 
as  a  candidate  for  naUonal  and  interSll         ^.f^'^  ''°!!''^''     ^^^^  "^^^'n  air  force  bJe 
Greene  in  RI,  Manchester  in  NR^S,.  PnrSfJ?'  ^  ^ame  authonty  could  explore  existing  airports- 
international  status.  ^  ^"^^'^  ME-for  a  significant  upgrade  to  naStnd 


Albert  J.  Engelhart  P.E. 
96  Martins  Lane 
Hingham  MA  02043 
781.749.7076 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  259 
Albert  J.  Engelhart 
Private  Citizens:  Hingliam 


Code     Topic  1 

259.1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Analysis  Passenger 
Assumptions/  Forecasts 
Methodologies 


Response 


Massport  utilized  outdated  studies  and  numbers  in  its  current 
study.  Further,  FAA  modeling  guidelines  were  not  adhered  to 
by  Massport. 


The  projections  of  future  airfield  delays  at  Logan  Airport  are  not 
based  on  analysis  and  modeling  of  delays  which  occurred  during 
1993.  The  analysis  for  1993  was  included  in  the  Airside  Project 
Draft  EIS/EIR  to  provide  historical  perspective  to  the  delay 
problem  at  Logan  Airport  and  for  use  in  model  calibration.  The 
analysis  contained  in  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  has  been 
updated  to  include  modeled  delay  results  for  1 998  to  provide 
more  cunrent  context  to  airfield  conditions  at  Logan  Airport.  Refer 
to  Section  4.2  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  description  of 
the  delay  analysis  and  discussion  of  current  and  future  delays  at 
Logan  Airport 

The  projections  of  future  airfield  delays  at  Logan  Airport  are  not 
based  on  analysis  and  modeling  of  delays  which  occurred  during 
1993.  The  analysis  for  1993  was  included  in  the  Airside  Project 
Draft  EIS/EIR  to  provide  historical  perspective  to  the  delay 
problem  at  Logan  Airport  and  for  use  in  model  calibration.  The 
analysis  contained  in  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  has  been 
updated  to  include  modeled  delay  results  for  1998  to  provide 
more  current  context  to  airfield  conditions  at  Logan  Airport  Refer 
to  Section  4.2  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  description  of 
the  delay  analysis  and  discussion  of  current  and  future  delays  at 
Logan  Airport. 

Refer  to  Section  4.4  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a 
discussion  on  the  estimation  and  modeling  of  flight  delays.  It 
includes  a  description  of  FAA  and  U.S.  DOT  delay  measures  and 
their  limitations,  an  explanation  of  computer  models  for  estimating 
flight  delays,  and  historical  data  on  delays  at  Logan  Airport  and 
other  major  United  States  airports,  by  addressing  constraints  at 
Logan  Airport,  and  produces  lower  delay  estimates  than  FAA 
modeling.  The  FAA  approved  all  the  models,  which  have  been 
validated  in  previously  published  studies  of  Logan  Airport. 

The  FAA  Technical  Center  was  responsible  for  the  capacity  and 
delay  results  in  the  1992  FAA  Capacity  Enhancement  Report  for 
Logan  Airport  that  concluded  the  need  for  Runway  14/32, 
reduced  minimums  and  taxiway  improvements.  The  Technical 
Center  simulated  Logan  Airport  airfield  operations  with  the  RDSIM 
model  and  estimated  that  when  activity  reached 
504,000  annual  operations,  total  delay  would  exceed 
260,000  hours  per  year.  The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR 
forecasts  delays  to  increase  to  1 57,500  hours  per  year  when 
annual  operations  reach  510,000  with  the  29M  Low  Fleet 
scenario.  The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  compares  ttie  FAA 
Technical  Center  delay  estimates  in  1 992  with  those  of  the 
Logan  Airside  Project  estimates.  The  FAA  has  concluded  that  the 
Airside  delays  represent  "a  plausible  and  conservative 
estimate...." 

The  FAA  consistentiy  rates  Logan  Airport  as  one  of  tiie  most 
delay  prone  airports  in  the  United  States  Logan  Airport's 
estimated  annual  delay  hours  are  over  five  times  the  FAA's 
20,000-hour  threshold  for  a  severely  delayed  airport. 


Letter  259:  Albert  J.  Engelhart 

Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Code     Topic  1 


259.2 


Regional 
Transportation 


Topic  2 

Regional 
Airports/Passe 
nger  Rail 


Comment 


259.3 


259.4 


Alternatives        Runway  14/32 


Regional  Regional 
Transportation  Airports 


...fnhere  was  a  lack  of  alternative  studies  in  the 
[Draft  EIS/EIR]...Some  of  these  [alternatives]  involved  the 
better  use  of  regional  airports  such  as  Hanscom,  study  for 
other  alternate  airports. ..and  greater  use  of  regional  rail 
transportation  planning. 


...Runway  14/32...  will  produce  a  tremendous  explosion 
of  noise  pollution  over  my  town  and  surrounding  towns. 
This  increase  will  exacertjate  the  60-second  interval 
flights  that  already  occur  over  our  heads. 


I  suggest  that  a  regional  authority  much  less  parochial 
than  Massport  ...[represent]  Rhode  Island,  New 
Hampshire,  Maine  and  Massachusetts... This  regional 
authority  could  unbiasly  consider  the  former  Hanscom  air 
force  base  as  a  candidate  for  national  and  international 
flights.  The  same  authority  could  explore  existing 
airports— Greene  in  Rl,  Manchester  in  NH,  and  the 
Portland  airport  in  ME— for  a  significant  upgrade  to 
national  and  intemational  status. 


Response 

The  alternative  analysis  conforms  to  FAA  and  MEPA  scoping 
directives.  The  impact  of  the  regional  alternatives  has  been 
addressed  through  the  study  of  a  range  of  forecast  activity 
levels.  Refer  to  Chapter  2  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR 
and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  comprehensive 
discussion  of  regional  altematives. 

Massport  advocates  increased  use  of  the  regional  airports 
and  high-speed  rail  services,  in  addition  to  constmction  of 
Runway  14/32  and  the  other  airside  improvement  projects  at 
Logan  Airport,  as  a  comprehensive  plan  for  ensuring  an 
efficient  and  balanced  regional  transportation  system.  As  the 
analysis  in  Chapter  2  of  this  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
indicates,  these  off-airport  alternatives  are  expected  to 
reduce  aircraft  traffic  growth  pressures  at  Logan  Airport,  but 
they  will  not  eliminate  airside  delays  at  Logan  Airport  that 
occur  because  of  a  third  operating  mnway  during  periods  of 
northwest  winds.  The  Preferred  Alternative,  which  specifically 
addresses  this  deficiency,  is  necessary  and  provides  clear 
benefits  at  current  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will 
only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at  the 
regional  airports  and  high-speed  rail  to  New  York  act  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at  Logan  Airport. 

In  Hingham  DNL  levels  from  Logan  Airport  overflights  are  on 
the  order  of  55  dB  or  less,  some  20  dB  below  the  highest 
exposure  levels  experienced  by  communities  much  closer  to 
Logan  Airport. 

The  alternative  analysis  conforms  to  FAA  and  MEPA  scoping 
directives.  The  impact  of  the  regional  altematives  has  been 
addressed  through  the  study  of  a  range  of  forecast  activity 
levels.  Refer  to  Chapter  2  of  this  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  of 
the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  for  a  comprehensive  discussion  of  regional 
altematives. 

Massport  advocates  increased  use  of  the  regional  airports 
and  high-speed  rail  sen/ices,  in  addition  to  constmction  of 
Runway  14/32  and  the  other  airside  improvement  projects  at 
Logan  Airport,  as  a  comprehensive  plan  for  ensuring  an 
efficient  and  balanced  regional  transportation  system.  As  th; 
analysis  in  Chapter  2  of  this  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
indicates,  these  off-airport  alternatives  are  expected  to 
reduce  aircraft  traffic  growth  pressures  at  Logan  Airport,  but 
they  will  not  eliminate  airside  delays  at  Logan  Airport  that 
occur  because  of  a  third  operating  mnway  during  periods  of 
northwest  winds.  The  Preferred  Alternative,  which  specifically 
addresses  this  deficiency,  is  necessary  and  provides  clear 
benefits  at  current  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will 
only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at  the 
regional  airports  and  high-speed  rail  to  New  York  act  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at  Logan  Airport. 


Letter  259;  Albert  J.  Engelhart 

Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


LETTER  260 


April  14.  1999 


Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
ATTN:  MEPA  Office 
Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley-EOEA  No.  10 
100  Cambridge  St,  20th  floor 
Boston,  MA  02205 


Dear  Mr.  Pugsley: 

I  oppose  the  proposed  runway  at  Logan  Airport  which  will  more  than  double  the 
flights  over  Hingham  from  32,000-82.000  in  two  years.  In  addition,  I'm  concerned  that  260.1 
there  are  no  assurances  of  future  limits  on  air  traffic  and  its  effect  on  HIngham  - 
32,000  flights  is  more  than  enough! 

The  issue  of  noise  and  air  pollution  is  of  tantamount  importance.  Please  block  the 
proposed  runway. 
Sincerely, 


Robert  R.  Green 
4  Spring  Lane 
Hingham,  MA  02043 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  260 
Robert  R.  Green 
Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


Code     Topic  1           Topic  2  Comment 

Response 

260.1 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

1  oppose  the  proposed  runway  at  Logan  Airport  whicli  will 
more  than  double  the  flights  over  Hingham  from  32,000- 
82,000  in  two  years. ..there  are  no  assurances  of  future 
limits  on  air  traffic  and  its  effect  on  Hingham...  The  issue 
of  noise  and  air  pollution  is  of  tantamount  importance. 

In  Hingham  DNL  levels  from  Logan  Airport  overflights  are  on 
the  order  of  55  dB  or  less,  some  20  dB  below  the  highest 
exposure  levels  experienced  by  communities  much  closer  to 
Logan  Airport. 

Letter  260:  Robert  R.  Green 

Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


LETTER  261 


HAROLD  AND  LORRAINE  LINCOLN 
5  RINGBOLT  ROAD, 
HINGHAM  MA  02043 
U.S.A. 

TEL:  (781)  740-1190  /  FAX:  (781X740-8472 
E-mail  HGYL@AOL.coiii' 

20th  April,  1999. 


Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs, 
Attention  MEPA  Office, 
Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley  -  EOEA  No.  10, 
100  Cambridge  Street  20th  Floor 
Boston  MA  02205 


Dear  Sir, 


T  n„     Y-^  ^'sh  to  record  our  opposition  to  the  proposed  new  Runwav  14/32  «t  no.  . 

reoinn  T  7r  ^""^^  "«  «f  other  airports  in  the 

region.  T.F.Green  A.rport  is,  for  example,  totally  under  utilised. 


Yours  sincerely, 


Harold  and  Lorraine  Lincoln 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  261 
Harold  and  Lorraine  Lincoln 
Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


Code     Topic  1  Topic  2 

261.1    i  Alternatives       Runway  14/32 


Comment 


261.2 


Regional 
Transportation 


Regional 
Airports 


...the  new  runway  will  increase  noise  and  air  pollution 
significantly  and  lower  the  quality  of  life  for  the  people  of 
Hingham  and  many  other  areas. 


...the  solution  to  increased  airtraffic  requirements  for  the 
Boston  area  is  to  develop  and  make  grater  use  of  other 
airports  in  the  region.  T.F.  Green  Airport  is,  for  example, 
totally  under  utilized. 


Response 


In  Hingham  DNL  levels  from  Logan  Airport  overflights  are  on 
the  order  of  55  dB  or  less,  some  20  dB  below  the  highest 
exposure  levels  experienced  by  communities  much  closer  to 
Logan  Airport. 

Logan  Airport  is  part  of  a  regional  system  of  airports  that 
includes  T.F.  Green/Providence,  Worcester  Regional  and 
Manchester  airports.  Massport  has  long  recognized  that 
service  development  and  increased  passenger  traffic  at  these 
airports  are  an  important  part  of  the  region's  long-term 
strategy  to  accommodate  passenger  and  activity  grovrth. 
Massport  has  actively  encouraged  the  development  of 
regional  airports  and  use  of  other  options,  including 
high-speed  rail  to  Logan  Airport's  largest  market.  New  York. 
Regional  service  was  examined  in  Chapter  2  of  the  Airside 
Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  This 
analysis  supports  the  conclusion  that  greater  use  of  the 
regional  airports  will  provide  passengers  within  the  sen/ice 
area  of  such  airports  with  a  viable  alternative  to 
Logan  Airport.  Since  demand  within  Logan  Airport's  primary 
service  area  will  remain  strong,  the  improvements  at  other 
regional  airports  will  not  eliminate  the  need  for  airside 
projects  at  Logan  Airport. 


Letter  261 :  Harold  and  Lorraine  Lincoln 
Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


LETTER  262 

Adrienne  F.  Richardson 

10  Ringbolt  Road 
Hingham,  MA  02043 

April  17, 1999 

Re:  Opposed  to  Runway  14/32 

Secretaiy  of  Environmental  Aflfeirs 
Attention:  MEPA  OfiSce 
Arthur  Pugsley-EOEA  No.lO 
100  Cambridge  St.  20th  floor 
Boston,  MA  02205 

Dear  Mr.  Secretaiy, 

I?,^^t^°H'^'^f'".^™^''^'^''"P^«  study,  ^  1987  and  the  Second  262.1 
agreements  because  regional  solutions  are  difficult. 

KpSS'^^^r^^^^  262.2 

water  for  a  short  time  and  then  over  Hingham,  Hull  an^d  Cohl^t^  " 
b!St^"/87tvek. '°  '^'^  environmental  impacts  at  or 

Very  truly  yours, 

Adrienne  F.  Richardson 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  262 
Adrienne  F.  Richardson 
Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

262.1 

Environmental 

Review 

Process 

IVIEPA 

The  work  of  the  Logan  Growth  and  Impact  Study,  begun 
in  1987  and  the  Second  Airport  Study  are  the  future  of  air 
traffic  in  the  Boston  area.  The  current  proposal  to  expand 
Logan  Airport  asks  the  EOEA  to  abandon  past 
environmental  agreements  because  regional  solutions  are 
difficult... Please  uphold  the  commitment  to  maintain 
Logan  environmental  impacts  at  or  below  1987  levels. 

Massport  disagrees.  The  Logan  Airport  1999  f  SPR  contains 
a  detailed  discussion  of  Massport's  success  in  meeting  its 
project-related  mitigation  commitments. 

262.2 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

Massport  regularly  is  quoted  as  saying  that  much  of  the 
traffic  added  under  the  14/32  proposal  will  be  "over 
water".  This  is  misleading.  These  flights  are  over  water  for 
a  short  time  and  then  over  Hingham,  Hull  and  Cohasset. 

The  operations  of  Proposed  Runway  14/32  would  be  over  the 
water.  The  departures  on  Runway  14  would  turn  over  the 
inner  harbor  and  proceed  out  the  harbor  mouth,  as  do  the 
departures  on  Runway  15R,  the  nighttime  preferential 
runway.  Similarly,  the  last  several  miles  of  the  approach  path 
to  Runway  32  would  be  over  water  and  largely  uninhabited 
islands.  When  Runway  14/32  is  in  operation,  it  would  reduce 
the  noise  exposure  over  populated  communities. 

Letter  262:  Adrienne  F.  Richardson 
Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


April  19,  1999 


Re.v  Opposed  to  Runway  14/32 

Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention:  MEPA  Office 
Arthur  Pugsley-EOEA  No.  10 
100  Cambridge  St.  20th  floor 
Boston,  1^  02205 


Dear  Mr.  Seaetar/, 


iirwr'l'J.e  fert  "^""^'^        expansion  proposed  at  Logan 

toTp~  ?S°"nar  .''"^M^'*  °"  thaTft^tl^e  «Lould  have 

environmental  need  to  ban  expansion.  ""'Pemng  man  tne 

wSSrin'^lTn','''  '1  '"^  ™«  ^O'"  *e  Shortsighted 

Ver/  truly  yours, 


John  E.  Richardson 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project  Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  263 
John  E.  Richardson 
Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

263.1 

Regional 
Transportation 

Regional 
Airports 

The  fact  that  the  Boston  area  would  continue  to  grow  was 
given  full  consideration  when  airport  expansion  was 
banned  [putting]. ..Massport  on  notice  that  future 
expansion  would  have  to  be  part  of  a  regional  plan.  ...the 
problems... today,  including  flight  delays,. ..were 
considered,  none  were  found  to  be  more  compelling  than 
the  environmental  need  to  ban  expansion. 

The  Preferred  Alternative  is  a  delay  reduction  program  that 
promotes  the  efficiency  and  safety  of  airfield  operations  at 
Logan  Airport.  Runway14/32  enhances  operating  efficiency 
by  providing  a  third  available  runway  in  weather  conditions 
that  require  northwest-southeast  operations.  Similar 
three-runway  configurations  exist  for  all  other  operating 
directions.  Runway  14/32  would  not  expand  the  overall 
capacity  of  the  airport,  since  Logan  Airport's  nonmal  operating 
capacity  of  120  operations  per  hour,  which  is  available 
approximately  80  percent  of  the  year,  is  maintained  with 
Runway  14/32.  l\/iassport  is  committed  to  ensuring  that  the 
airfield  continues  to  function  as  efficiently  as  possible.  The 
Preferred  Alternative  achieves  this  goal  responsibly. 

Letter  263:  John  E.  Richardson 

Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


I 


I 

I 

( 


I 


15  Seal  Gove  Rd. 
Hingham,  MA  02043 
April  19,  1999 


Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs  ,  pTTrn  » 
Attention:  MEPA  Office  LETTER  264 


Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley  EOEA  No  10 
100  Cambridge  St.  20"^  Floor 
Boston,  MA  02205 


Re:  Proposed  njnway  expansion  Logan 
Dear  Sir: 


been  coTn^^eZ^n^  l^^'Zlt  ^Hc"       °^ '  '^-^  "ever 
years  on  World's  Bn<ii"^l^^^J°':;^^-!^^^--  lived  for  t^nty-seven 
Logan.  I  recently  received  a  flyer 'askfnn  mo  ,f    .  approach  into  Runway  33  at 
because  of  the  projected  noise  and  air  Son'  " 

them.  As  I  understand  it  the  Droon^rt  n           "^3'  must  focus  to  hear 
the  big  jets  currently  going  overhead  D™?hT^  " ^'"^'^ 

increase  the  Intensify  of  the  noi^e  on'wh"  fr^n  °'  '"^'"^  not 

rarely  intmdes  into  my  awar  "nis,'  7^Vmtt!^T^-  '^^  ""'V 

seem  to  be  vectored  over  ,hP  nnen  vSpr  „  ?k        ^  Departures 

makes  it  into  my  awareness.  ®ven  more  rarely 

level  is  quite  low,"       '"""^  '"^"1'°^=  on  the  ground.  Isuspect  the  dB 


Sincerely, 


Elliott  Schiffm^n 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  264 
Elliott  Schiffman 
Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

264.1 

Noise 

Runway  14/32 

1  do  not  see  the  problem  with  the  runway 
expansion...  Doubling  or  tripling  the  aircraft  would  not 
increase  the  intensity  of  the  noise,  only  the  frequency...! 
do  not  see  it  as  a  problem. 

Comment  noted. 

264.2 

Noise 

Monitoring 

The  easiest  solution  [is]. ..determination  of  actual  sound 
levels  by  monitors  on  the  ground.  1  suspect  the  dB  level  is 
quite  low. 

Comment  noted. 

Letter  264:  Elliott  Schiffman 

Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


LETTER  265 


Stephen  K.  Thress 

8  Weir  Street  Ext. 
Hingham,  MA  02043 


April  20,  1999 

Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 

Attention:  MEPA  Office 

Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley-  EOEA  No.  10 

100  Cambridge  Street 

20th  Floor 

Boston,  MA  02205 


Dear  Sir: 


shon  tern,  solution  why  have  I  have  not  seen  anv  il!     Z  ^^"^  ''^""'^  only  a 

perplexed  why  Massp^.  has  not  sfc  yTncre  eX^''^^^^^^^         '  '  - 

residents  who  reside  near  Logan.  ^      ^  ""^^'^^       ^^^^^y  for  the  thousands  of 

a^rLtttttorsS.  ts*^^^^^^^^^^^^  a  fi.t  Class 


Sincerely  yours 
.A  ^ 


Stephen  K.  Thress 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  265 
Stephen  K.  Thress 
Private  Citizens:  Hingliam 


Code 

265.1 


Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


Alternatives        Runway  14/32 


...[Runway  14/32]  is  a  siiort  term  fix  and  does  not  in  any 
way  address  the  more  important  long  term  issue  of 
creating  efficient  air  travel  fortfie  New  England  area. 


265.2 


Alternatives 


Otiier  Non-        . . . why  [has]  Massport. . .  not  significantly  increased  landing 
Construction       fees  to  push  non-commercial  traffic  to  alternative  sites  to 
Alternatives      [  make  room  for  more  passenger  carriers. 


265.3 


Regional  Regional 
Transportation  Airports 


What  about  other  regional  solutions? 


Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  Airport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions 
are  taken,  runway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high 
as  333,000  hours  under  a  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  Alternative  produces  immediate  and  long-term 
benefits  by  lowering  runway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had 
been  in  place  in  1998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the 
future  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of 
the  regional  alternatives,  the  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario  is  not 
expected  to  be  achieved  until  2015.  The  sooner  airside 
efficiencies  are  implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accme 
over  time.  Section  4.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows 
that  delay  reduction  benefits  increase  over  time  as  traffic 
levels  increase. 

The  alternative  analysis  conforms  to  FAA  and  MEPA  scoping 
directives.  The  impact  of  the  regional  alternatives  has  been 
addressed  through  the  study  of  a  range  of  forecast  activity 
levels.  Refer  to  Chapter  2  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR 
and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  comprehensive 
discussion  of  regional  alternatives. 

Massport  advocates  increased  use  of  the  regional  airports 
and  high-speed  rail  services,  in  addition  to  construction  of 
Runway  14/32  and  the  other  airside  improvement  projects  at 
Logan  Airport,  as  a  comprehensive  plan  for  ensuring  an 
efficient  and  balanced  regional  transportation  system.  As  the 
analysis  in  Chapter  2  of  this  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
indicates,  these  off-airport  alternatives  are  expected  to 
reduce  aircraft  traffic  growth  pressures  at  Logan  Airport,  but 
they  will  not  eliminate  airside  delays  at  Logan  Airport  that 
occur  because  of  a  third  operating  ainway  during  periods  of 
northwest  winds.  The  Preferred  Altemative,  which  specifically 
addresses  this  deficiency,  is  necessary  and  provides  clear 
benefits  at  current  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will 
only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at  the 
regional  airports  and  high-speed  rail  to  New  York  act  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at  Logan  Airport. 

Section  4.5  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  provides  an 
updated  discussion  of  PPP  at  Logan  Airport  and  an  analysis 
of  the  implications  of  an  illustrative  conceptual  small 
community  exemption  program. 

PPP  was  included  among  the  Airside  Project  alternatives  to 
address  delays  caused  by  over-scheduling.  The  potential 
impact  of  PPP  on  the  fleet  mix  at  Logan  Airport  is  discussed 
in  Section  4.5.2  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 
Section  4.5.3  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  provides  an 
analysis  of  a  PPP  Exemption  program 

Refer  to  response  to  Comment  265. 1 . 


Letter  265:  Stephen  K.  Thress 

Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Code 

265.4 


Topic  1 

Noise,  Air 
Quality 


Topic  2 

Impacts 


Comment 


...the  increase  in  air  traffic  as  a  result  of  this  runway  will 
significantly  reduce  the  quality  of  life  and  safety  for  the 
thousands  of  residents  who  reside  near  Logan. 


Response 


Implementation  of  the  recommended  Airside  Project, 
specifically  unidirectional  Runway  14/32,  would  not  increase 
Logan  Airport's  nomial  airfield  capacity  of 
approximately  120  operations  per  hour.  This  capacity  is 
available  at  Logan  Airport  approximately  80  percent  of  the 
time.  Runway  14/32  would  allow  Logan  Airport  to  maintain 
this  capacity  during  periods  of  strong  northwest  winds  that 
now  require  controllers  to  operate  on  only  one  or 
two  runways,  compared  to  the  typical  three-runway 
configurations  used  at  Logan  Airport. 


Letter  265:  Stephen  K.  Thress 

Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


LETTER  266 


OPPOSED  TO  RUNWAY  14/79 

April  17,  1999 

Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention  MEPA  Office 

Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley  EOEA  No.  1 0  ^ 
100  Cambridge  St  20"' floor 
Boston,  Ma.  02205 

Dear  Mr.  Pugsley: 

The  plan  to  develop  Runway  14/32  is  unacceptable  to  us  in  Hingham. 

^acceptail"''  """'^ «'"Sham  would  be 

r!;.oTa,TrpT„l'°      ^"""^^         "'^      ^^"^^  "as  co.e  .0  start  using 

cerel;^ 

Tripp 
J^e  L  Tripp 
9  Ringbolt  Rd. 
Hingham,  Ma.  02043 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  266 

Bradford  S.  Tripp  and  Jane  L.  Tripp 
Private  Citizens:  Hingliam 


Code 

266.1 


Topic  1 

Alternatives 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


Runway  14/32 


...[Concerned  about]  incoming  flights  under  the  glide  path 
and  the  high  volume  of  flights  over  us  when  Runway  33  is 
in  use;  adding... 26,000  more  incoming  flights  [with 
Runway  14/32]  which  would  be  over  Hingham  would  be 
unacceptable. 


266.2 


Regional 
Transportation 


Regional 
Airports 


...the  time  has  come  to  start  using  regional  airports. 


Hingham  is  not  directly  under  the  approach  path  for  Runway 
33. 

There  is  no  evidence  to  suggest  that  the  levels  of 
environmental  noise  generated  by  Logan  Airport  are  a  health 
risl<  to  residents.  This  is  especially  true  in  Hingham  where 
DNL  levels  from  Logan  Airport  overflights  are  on  the  order  of 
55  dB  or  less,  some  20  dB  below  the  highest  exposure  levels 
experienced  by  communities  much  closer  to  Logan  Airport. 

The  alternative  analysis  conforms  to  FAA  and  MEPA  scoping 
directives.  The  impact  of  the  regional  alternatives  has  been 
addressed  through  the  study  of  a  range  of  forecast  activity 
levels.  Refer  to  Chapter  2  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR 
and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  comprehensive 
discussion  of  regional  alternatives. 

Massport  advocates  increased  use  of  the  regional  airports 
and  high-speed  rail  services,  in  addition  to  construction  of 
Runway  14/32  and  the  other  airside  improvement  projects  at 
Logan  Airport,  as  a  comprehensive  plan  for  ensuring  an 
efficient  and  balanced  regional  transportation  system.  As  the 
analysis  in  Chapter  2  of  this  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
indicates,  these  off-airport  alternatives  are  expected  to 
reduce  aircraft  traffic  growth  pressures  at  Logan  Airport,  but 
they  will  not  eliminate  airside  delays  at  Logan  Airport  that 
occur  because  of  a  third  operating  runway  during  periods  of 
northwest  winds.  The  Preferred  Alternative,  which  specifically 
addresses  this  deficiency,  is  necessary  and  provides  clear 
benefits  at  current  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will 
only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at  the 
regional  airports  and  high-speed  rail  to  New  York  act  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at  Logan  Airport. 


Letter  266:  Bradford  S.  Tripp  and  Jane  L.  Tripp 
Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


( 


LETTER  267 

Mr.  Robert  A.  Durand,  Secretary 
Executive  Office  of  Environmental  AiTairs 
.        100  Cambridge  Street -Rm  2000 
Boston,  MA  02202 

March-April  1999 

Dear  Mr.  Durand, 

I  urge  you  to  oppose  Runway  14/32,  which  has  very  little  to  do  with  delay  reduction  and  everythinc^  to  do  with 
expansion  of  capacity  at  Logan.  According  to  Massport's  MEPA  EIS  report,  the  runway  would  reduce  delays  only     0  f^T  1 
20%  of  the  tune  and  would  be  effective  only  until  the  year  2003,  when  delays  at  Logan  wiU  be  at  or  above  today's 
levels.  This  short-sighted,  ineffective  proposal  cannot  justify  the  permanent  environmental  d^^mr^op  it  will  cause 
residents  throughout  Greater  Boston.  Please  work  with  local  residents  to  ensure  that  the  present  court  iniunction 
against  14/32,  placed  there  to  protect  us  from  dangerous  environmental  impacts,  remains  in  place. 

Residents  of  Boston  and  surrounding  areas  who  already  bear  an  unfair  portion  of  the  noise,  air  pollution  and  auto  267.2 
trafSc  caused  by  Logan  will  be  permanently  impacted  with  triple  the  amount  of  planes  passing  over  our  homes  if  0  ft?  Q 
14/32  IS  built.  We  need  aiiport  RELIEF,  not  additional  negative  impacts!  Massport's  present'noise  contour  Imes  '  '"^ 

(used  to  determine  sound  proofing  qualification)  have  not  been  updated  to  reflect  the  actual  noise  levels  suffered  by  0  C  7  / 
abuttmg  communities.  Noisy  night  flights  at  Logan  have  increased  dramatically,  violating  Massport's  previous  ^01.4 
agreement  to  voluntarily  limit  night  flights. 

Massport  should  direct  significantly  more  flights  to  Hanscom  Airport  located  just  25  minutes  from  Boston  and  267.5 
presently  utihzed  at  only  a  third  of  its  capacity.  Hanscom  presently  has  the  riinway  capacitv  to  handle  commercial 
commuter  planes.  Massport  could  redesignate  Hanscom  as  a  commercial  commuter  airport  instead  of  an  elitist  Ofi?  C 

C "small  corporate  jet"  airport,  as  it  is  now  designated.  By  increasing  air  traffic  at  Hanscom.  Worcester,  Manchester       ^0  /  .0 
and  Providence  to  the  maximum  capacity  possible,  Massport  can  avoid  future  delays  at  Logan  AND  allow  Boston 
residents  to  mamtam  some  semblance  of  a  healthy  quality  of  hfe.  Another  alternative  which  Massport  must  9R7  7 

unplement  is  Peak  Hour  Pncmg,  a  demand  management  tool  which  is  very  successfiilly  used  m  the  hotel  and  tourism     ^ '  " ' 
mdustry  as  well  as  the  electnc  utility  mdustry.  For  profit  reasons,  airlines  prefer  to  increase  capacit>'  rather  than 
manage  demand,  and  will  not  voluntanly  adopt  Peak  Hour  Pricing  unless  forced  to  by  public  officials. 

Massport  misleads  the  public  wiien  it  claims  that  Logan  has  "notonous  delays."  Since  1992  delavs  at  Lo<>an  have  267.8 
gone  down,  according  to  data  in  the  Federal  Aviation  Admmistration's  1998  ACE  (Airport  Enhancement  Capacity) 
Report.  The  only  reason  that  Massport  claims  that  Logan  has  a  "delay  problem,"  is  because  Massport  uses 
exceedingly  high  "maximum  capacity"  goals.  Located  in  such  a  densely  populated  urban  area,  Massport's  maximum    267  ^ 
capacity  goals  should  be  90  rather  than  120  planes  per  hour.  Massport's  EIS  represents  the  interests  of  airiines  and 
^'^°^''^}^^^^  businesses,  all  of  whom  stand  to  make  big  profits  if  Logan's  overall  capacit>-  is  increased  by  runway 
14/^2.  None  of  these  groups  care  about  the  impact  14/32  wiU  have  on  human  beings,  because  few  if  any  of  them  live 
in  the  impacted  communities. 

The  EIS  does  not  take  into  account  health  impaas  (Boston's  inner  city  neighborhoods  already  have  the  highest  267.1  0 

asthma,  emphysema  and  respiratory  infection  levels  in  the  State  -  conditions  aggravated  by  plane  and  car  fiimes) 
Recent  studies  done  by  DPH  also  associate  increased  risk  of  brain  tumors  m  communities  aburtmg  airport  runways. 
The  EIS  does  not  take  into  consideration  the  environmental  and  quality  of  life  issues  of  Boston's  inner  city  residents 
nor  does  it  mention  the  devaluation  of  real  estate  prices  for  the  thousands  of  homes  under  the  flieht  paths.  It  also  '  267  11 
does  not  take  mto  consideration  the  lost  municipal  tax  revenues  when  families  living  m  inner  crr^^  neighborhoods  are 
forced  to  leave  the  area  because  they  can  no  longer  stand  the  persistent  and  excessive  plane  noise  and  ftimes.  Please 
-       reject  Massport's  EIS.  support  the  present  court  iniunction  against  14/32.  and  encourage  Massport  to  seek  267  1  2 

I       alternative,  responsible  methods  to  handle  projeaed  air  travel  increases.  ^  w ' .  I  L 

Sincerely, 

i"^?"  lAAa^-h\Ai)  Ux  . 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  267 

Catherine  Goldhammer,  Alice  Granahan, 

Mary  Furlong,  M\ke  Furlong, 
Bridget  Marganelli,  John  Tardif, 
and  William  Falcetano 
Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


Code 

267.1 


Topic  1 

Purpose  and 
Need 


Topic  2 

Airfield 
Capacity 


267.2    ;  Alternatives       Runway  14/32 


Comment 

i  urge  you  to  oppose  Runway  14/32,  which  has  very  little  to 
do  with  delay  reduction  and  everything  to  do  with  expansion 
of  capacity  at  Logan.  According  to  Massport's  MEPA  EIS 
report,  the  runway  would  reduce  delays  only  20%  of  the 
time  and  would  be  effective  only  until  the  year  2003,  when 
delays  at  Logan  will  be  af  or  atoi/e  today's  levels. 


Residents  of  Boston  and  surrounding  areas  who  already 
bear  an  unfair  portion  of  the  noise,  air  pollution  and  auto 
traffic  caused  by  Logan  will  be  permanently  impacted  with 
triple  the  amount  of  planes  passing  over  our  homes  if  14/32 
is  built. 


Response 

Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  Airport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions 
are  taken,  ajnway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high 
as  333,000  hours  undera  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  Altemative  produces  immediate  and  long-term 
benefits  by  lowering  runway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had 
been  in  place  in  1 998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the 
future  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of 
the  regional  altematives,  the  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario  is  not 
expected  to  be  achieved  until  2015.  The  sooner  airside 
efficiencies  are  implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accrue 
overtime.  Section  4.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows 
that  delay  reduction  benefits  increase  over  time  as  traffic 
levels  increase. 


The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the 
Preferred  Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner 
that  is  more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals.  The  total 
number  of  departures  from  Runway  27  (over  South  Boston, 
Roxbury,  and  Jamaica  Plain)  would  increase,  but  the  number 
of  equivalent  jet  operations  would  remain  essentially  the 
same.  The  difference  in  these  communities  would  be  fewer 
nighttime  operations  and  more  daytime  operations  but  the 
same  noise  impacts.  Total  departures  from  Runway  33L  and 
arrivals  to  Runway  15R  (over  East  Boston  and  Chelsea) 
would  increase,  but  most  of  these  are  non-jets.  These  runway 
operations  are  currently  running  well  below  the  PRAS  goals, 
and  the  unidirectional  Runway  14/32  would  allow  the 
controllers  to  approach,  but  still  remain  below  the  annual 
goals  for  these  operations.  Additionally,  by  increasing  the 
number  of  operations  over  water,  Runway  14/32  would 
reduce  the  total  annual  hours  of  dwell  and  persistence  over 
populated  areas  in  accordance  with  short-term  PRAS  goals. 
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Code 

267.3 


Topic  1 

Noise 


Topic  2 

Sound 
Insulation 


Comment 


IVIassporf  s  present  noise  contour  lines  (used  to  determine 
soundproofing  qualification)  tiave  not  been  updated  to 
reflect  ttie  actual  noise  levels  suffered  by  abutting 
communities. 


267.4  Noise 


Nigtittlme 
Noise 


Noisy  night  fligtits  at  Logan  have  increased  dramatically, 
violating  Massporf  s  previous  agreement  to  voluntarily  limit 
night  flights. 


Response 


Differences  between  measured  and  modeled  sound  levels  have 
been  reported  in  Logan  Airports  various  GEIRs  and 
Annual  Updates  for  a  number  of  years.  Differences  at  close-in 
locations  were  significantly  reduced  in  1996  through 
modification  of  source  levels  to  better  account  for  over-water 
sound  propagation  and  apparent  use  of  higher  engine  power 
settings  than  are  normally  assumed  in  the  noise  model's 
database  (Refer  to  Appendix  F  of  the  Logan  Airport  1996 
Annual  Update).  In  1998,  differences  between  measured  and 
modeled  noise  became  even  less  when  Massport  upgraded  its 
monitoring  system  and  began  to  report  noise  caused  only  by 
aircraft  -  a  metric  directly  comparable  to  the  DNL  exposure 
levels  predicted  by  the  noise  model.  At  sites  having  exposure 
levels  of  60  dB  or  more,  this  improvement  to  the  monitoring 
system  brought  measured  and  modeled  DNL  values  to  within 
0.2  dB  of  each  other.  (Refer  to  Chapter  6  of  the  Logan  Airport 
1999  ESPR  (previously  GEIR)).  Massport  continues  to 
investigate  possible  causes  for  remaining  differences  (such  as 
from  hill  effects)  and  continues  to  pursue  FAA  approval  of 
noise  model  adjustments  that  would  permit  expansion  of  its 
sound  insulation  program  to  include  the  effects  of  terrain. 
Massport  also  expects  to  extend  eligibility  lines  to  include 
boundaries  that  follow  local  streets  rather  than  strict  noise 
contour  lines.  Nevertheless,  Massport  continues  to  believe  that 
the  FAA's  INM  noise  model  used  in  the  Airside  Project  noise 
analyses  accurately  represents  expected  noise  exposure. 

Table  6.2-17  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows 
nighttime  jet  operations  projected  to  increase  from  144  in 
1998,  to  as  many  as  231  under  the  No  Action  Alternative  with 
the  2015  High  Regional  Jet  Fleet.  However,  regardless  of  the 
fleet,  many  of  the  future  night  operations  are  the  result  of 
delays  that  will  occur  as  demand  at  Logan  Airport  confinues 
to  increase.  One  of  the  direct  benefits  of  the  Preferred 
Alternative  is  that  it  will  reduce  these  night  operafions  by  32 
to  43  flights  depending  on  the  fieet  forecast,  though  any 
alternative  to  the  No-Action  scenario  will  help  alleviate  some 
of  the  projected  delays. 

In  addition,  Massport  is  committed  to  exploring  other 
measures  to  reduce  nighttime  noise  whether  or  not  the 
Preferred  Alternative  is  implemented. 
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Code     Topic  1 


■avi 


267.5 


Topic  2 

Regional  Regional 
Transportation  Airports 


Comment 

Massport  should  direct  significantly  nriore  flights  to  Hanscom 
Airport ...  presently  utilized  at  only  a  third  of  its  capacity. 
Hanscom  ...  has  the  runway  capacity  to  handle  commercial 
commuter  planes.  Massport  could  redesignate  Hanscom  as 
a  commercial  commuter  airport ... 


By  increasing  air  traffic  at  Hanscom,  Worcester,  Manchester 
and  Providence  to  the  maximum  capacity  possible, 
Massport  can  avoid  future  delays  at  Logan  AND  allow 
Boston  residents  to  maintain  some  semblance  of  a  healthy 
quality  of  life. 


Response 

The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR,  specifically  considered  the  role  of  Hanscom  Field 
in  the  analysis  of  regional  alternatives.  Hanscom  Field,  which 
serves  as  a  general  aviation  reliever  airport  to  Logan  Airport, 
already  accommodates  a  significant  number  of  aircraft 
operations  (183,000  operations  in  1998).  The  Hanscom  Field 
activity  includes  private,  business,  charter,  and  air  taxi 
operations  that  might  otherwise  use  Logan  Airport.  Since  the 
Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  was  filed.  Shuttle  America,  a 
newly  founded  airiine,  began  commercial  scheduled 
operations  at  Hanscom  Field,  offering  limited  turboprop 
services  to  short-haul  regional  markets  -  Trenton,  Buffalo, 
Hartford  (discontinued),  Wilmington,  Delaware  (discontinued), 
and  Greensboro.  Shuttle  America  is  also  conducting 
operations  between  Hanscom  and 
New  York  LaGuardia  Airport.  While  Massport  supports 
commercial  service  at  Hanscom  Field  consistent  with  its 
established  limits  (60  seat  regulation),  Massport  believes  that 
Hanscom  Field  will  maintain  its  role  as  a  major  general 
aviation  reliever,  and  that  its  geographic  proximity  to  Logan, 
Worcester  Regional  and  Manchester  airports  will  prevent  its 
development  as  a  significant  commercial  airport.  Additionally, 
commuter  airlines  sen/ing  Logan  Airport  are  unlikely  to  move 
a  significant  number  of  flights  from  Logan  Airport  to 
Hanscom  Field,  since  approximately  50  percent  of 
passengers  on  Logan  Airport's  commuter  flights  connect  to 
other  Logan  Airport  flights  and  a  significant  number  of 
passengers  are  travelling  to  Boston.  However,  any  new 
commercial  service  initiatives  proposed  for  Hanscom  Field 
shall  be  reviewed  for  consistency  with  the  Hanscom  GEIR 
(HGEIR)  and  its  Annual  Updates,  and  shall  be  considered  by 
the  Hanscom  Area  Town  Selectmen  (HATS).  Refer  to 
Section  2.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  discussion 
of  Hanscom  Field. 


Chapter  2  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  provides  a 
discussion  of  the  specific  role  played  by  the  regional 
transportation  alternatives  and  steps  that  Massport  has  taken 
to  foster  use  of  these  alternatives.  Massport  has  long 
recognized  and  has  been  a  proponent  of  options  to 
Logan  Airport.  Together  with  the  regional  airports,  Massport 
has  implemented  a  regional  strategy  to  enhance  the  use  of 
options  to  Logan  Airport,  In  the  Draft  EIS/EIR,  Massport 
identified  up  to  7.3  million  annual  passengers  that  could  be 
absorbed  by  regional  alternatives  that  include  use  of 
T.F.  Green/Providence,  Manchester  and  Worcester  Regional 
airports,  as  well  as  the  new  high-speed  rail  to  New  York.  In 
the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR,  Massport  recognizes  that 
these  developments  will  slow  Logan  Airport's  passenger 
traffic  growth.  Logan  Airport  may  not  achieve  the  37.5  million 
passenger  forecasts  until  after  2010,  but  rather  closer  to 
2015,  and  the  45  million  passenger  forecasts  may  not  be 
achieved  until  after  2020.  While  regional  alternatives  can  play 
an  important  role  in  reducing  the  rate  of  future  traffic  growth 
at  Logan  Airport,  they  do  not  address  Logan  Aiqaort's  inability 
to  efficiently  accommodate  current  levels  of  demand  during 
northwest  wind  conditions.  Runway  14/32,  which  is  designed 
to  correct  the  problem  with  Logan  Airport's  layout,  is 
necessary  to  correct  this  deficiency  and  provides  clear 
benefits  at  current  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will 
only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at  the 
regional  airports  act  to  reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at 
Logan  Airport. 
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Code     Topic  1 

267.7   i  Alternatives 


Topic  2  Comment 

Peak  Period  Another  alternative  which  Massport  must  implement  is  Peak 
Pricing  Hour  Pricing ... 


267.8    \  Purpose  and  Delay 
Need 


Massport  misleads  the  public  when  it  claims  that  Logan  has 
"notorious  delays."  Since  1992,  delays  at  Logan  have  gone 
down,  according  to  data  in  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration"  1998  ACE  (Airport  Enhancement  Capacity) 
Report. 


267.9 


Delay  Model 


Model 


267.10    Public  Health 


Effects 


The  only  reason  that  Massport  claims  that  Logan  has  a 
"delay  problem,"  is  because  Massport  uses  exceedingly 
high  "maximum  capacity"  goals.  Located  in  such  a  densely 
populated  urt3an  area,  Massport's  maximum  capacity  goals 
should  be  90  rather  than  120  planes  per  hour. 

The  EIS  does  not  take  into  account  health  impacts 
(Boston's  inner  city  neighbortioods  already  have  the  highest 
asthma,  emphysema  and  respiratory  infection  levels  in  the 
state-conditions  aggravated  by  plane  and  car  fumes). 
Recent  studies  done  by  DPH  also  associate  increased  risk 
of  brain  tumors  in  communities  abutting  airport  runways. 


Response 


Section  4.5  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  provides  an 
updated  discussion  of  PPP  at  Logan  Airport  and  an  analysis 
of  the  implications  of  an  illustrative  conceptual  small 
community  exemption  program. 

PPP  was  included  among  the  Airside  Project  altematives  to 
address  delays  caused  by  over-scheduling.  The  potential 
impact  of  PPP  on  the  fleet  mix  at  Logan  Airport  is  discussed 
in  Section  4.5.2  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 
Section  4.5.3  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  provides  an 
analysis  of  a  PPP  Exemption  program 


Section  1 .4  and  Appendix  C  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
contains  a  discussion  of  the  FAA  and  U.S.  DOT  delay 
measures  and  historical  data,  along  with  comparisons  of 
Logan  Airport  with  other  United  States  airports.  The  delay 
situation  is  not  at  equilibrium.  FAA  Opsnet  delays  at 
Logan  Airport  peaked  in  1993,  declined  for  two  years  and  art 
rising  again.  Arrival  delays,  which  would  be  directly  affected 
by  Runway  14/32,  have  risen  steadily  since  1994.  In  fact, 
Logan  Airport  is  the  second  most  delayed  airport  in  the  natioi 
for  arrivals. 


Airfield  capacity  is  a  function  of  the  runways  in  service,  the  flee 
mix  using  them,  prevailing  weather  conditions,  and  FAA  air 
traffic  control  procedures.  Massport  cannot  arbitrarily  define  th« 
mnway  capacity  or  airiine  schedules.  The  highest  capacity 
configuration  at  Logan  Airport  today  for  three  runways  in  good 
weather  is  about  120  operations  per  hour. 

Massport  has  provided  the  City  of  Boston  and  public  health 
agencies  with  air  quality  and  emissions  data. 

In  January  1996,  Massport  reviewed  available  public  health 
data,  including  mortality  and  mort)idity  from  each 
neighbortiood  in  Boston  and  cancer  incidence  data  available 
from  the  Massachusetts  Department  of  Public  Health.  These 
data  indicated  that  causal  relationships  cannot  be  determinec 
at  this  time.  A  review  of  the  1999  Report  to  the  Mayor,  Health 
of  Boston  prepared  by  the  Boston  Public  Health  Commission 
leads  to  a  similar  conclusion.  In  addition,  Massport  has 
shared  the  results  of  the  Soot  Deposition  Study  w\\h  public 
health  agencies  and  is  cooperating  with  the  Harvard  School 
of  Public  Health  on  the  South  Boston  Particle  Source 
Apportionment  Study. 

The  1999  Massachusetts  budget  included  $150,000  to  fund 
an  environmental  assessment  of  the  health  impacts  of  Logan 
Airport  on  any  community  located  within  a  five-mile  radius  of 
the  airport.  The  final  protocol  for  the  study  is  being 
developed.  The  study  is  expected  to  be  completed  in  summer 
2002. 

Information  on  public  health  issues  is  provided  in  Chapter  6  of 
the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 
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Code 

267.11 


Topic  1 

Cumulative 
Impacts 


Topic  2 

Socio- 
economic 


Cumulative 
Impacts 


Socio- 
economic 


Comment 

The  EIS  does  not  take  into  consideration  the  environmental 
and  quality  of  life  issues  of  Boston's  inner  city  residents,  nor 
does  it  mention  the  devaluation  of  real  estate  prices  for  the 
thousands  of  homes  under  the  flight  paths. 


[The  EIS]  also  does  not  take  into  consideration  the  lost 
municipal  tax  revenues  when  families  living  in  inner  city 
neighborhoods  are  forced  to  leave  the  area  because  they 
can  no  longer  stand  the  persistent  and  excessive  plane 
noise  and  fumes.] 


Response 

Refer  to  Section  6.8  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a 
discussion  of  the  Environmental  Justice  analysis.  Noise  was 
found  to  be  the  only  adverse  impact  from  the 
Preferred  Alternative  with  the  potential  for 
Environmental  Justice  impacts.  Additional  demographic 
analysis  of  the  noise-affected  areas  was  conducted  to 
determine  if  minority  and/or  low-income  populations  would  be 
disproportionately  affected  by  the  Preferred  Alternative.  This 
analysis  found  that  there  is  no  high  and 
adverse  disproportionate  impact  caused  by  the 
Preferred  Altemative. 

Noise  was  identified  as  the  only  off-airport  impact  from  the 
Preferred  Alternative  with  the  potential  for  environmental 
justice  impacts.  The  environmental  justice  analysis  found  no 
disproportionately  high  and  adverse  impacts  to  low-income 
and  minority  populations  from  direct  project  impacts. 
However,  because  the  area  added  to  the  65  dB  DNL  contour 
is  primarily  within  the  City  of  Chelsea,  other  environmental 
and  health  issues  were  also  considered  in  an  effort  to  assess 
other  cumulative  or  multiple  adverse  exposures. 

Comment  noted. 
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LETTER  268 


April  18,  1999 


Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention:  MEPA  Office 
Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley-EOEA  No.  10 
100  Cambridge  Street  20th  Floor 
Boston,  MA  02205 

Dear  Mr.  Pugsley: 


I  am  writing  to  you  to  voice  my  opposition  to  Runway  1432.  I  feel  that  it  will  strongly  0 CP  1 
mipact  the  peace  and  quiet  of  my  Hingham  neighborhood  and  will  negatively  impact  the  ' 
quality  of  life  that  I  now  enjoy. 


Stop  runway  1432! 

rtncerely, 


T.  Norris 
^199  Wompatuck  Road 
ingham,  MA  02043 
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Letter  268 

James  T.  Norris,  Doris  M.  Hogan, 

Kathleen  Fitzgerald 
Private  Citizens:  Hingham 


Code     Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

268.1  Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

1  am  writing  to  you  to  voice  my  opposition  to  Runway 
1432,  [whicli]...will  strongly  impact  the  peace  and  quiet  of 
my  Hingtiam  neighborhood  and  will  negatively  impact  the 
quality  of  life  that  1  now  enjoy. 

In  Hingham  DNL  levels  from  Logan  Airport  overflights  are  on 
the  order  of  55  dB  or  less,  some  20  dB  below  the  highest 
exposure  levels  experienced  by  communities  much  closer  to 
Logan  Airport. 
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Code 

269.1 


Topic  1 

Alternatives 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


Runway  14/32 


...opposed  to  the  runway  expansion  at  Logan  Airport. 
There  are  too  many  flights  now  without  adding  more.  The 
noise  will  be  unbearable. 


The  Preferred  Altemative,  and  specifically  unidirectional 
Runway  14/32,  would  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal 
airfield  capacity  of  approximately  120  operations  per  hour. 
This  capacity  is  available  at  Logan  Airport  approximately 
80  percent  of  the  time.  Runway  14/32  would  allow 
Logan  Airport  to  maintain  this  capacity  during  periods  of 
strong  northwest  winds  that  now  require  controllers  to  operate 
on  only  one  or  two  runways,  compared  to  the  typical 
three-runway  configurations  used  at  Logan  Airport.  The 
runway  will  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal  operating 
capacity,  nor  will  it  encourage  or  induce  an  increase  in  aircraft 
operations. 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Prefen-ed 
Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner  that  is 
more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Hull  is  affected 
by  the  use  of  Runway  33/32  arrivals.  The  total  number  of 
aircraft  arriving  to  the  northwest  does  increase  with 
construction  of  the  runway,  but  this  is  due  to  the  PRAS  goals 
more  than  any  other  factor.  Since  the  Runway  33  arrivals  that 
impact  Hull  approach  primarily  over  water,  and  since  Hull  is 
further  from  the  airport  than  those  communities  impacted  by 
arrivals  to  Runway  15L7R,  4L/R,  or  22L/R,  the  PRAS  goals 
call  for  42  percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  to  operate  in  this 
direction.  Runway  33  arrivals  accounted  for  approximately  27 
percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  1998,  and  since 
Logan  Airport  has  a  limited  capacity  in  this  direction,  the 
northwest  configuration  has  been  undemtilized  as  demand 
has  increased  over  the  years.  Construction  of  the  runway 
allows  better  achievement  of  the  agreed-upon  PRAS  goals, 
but  even  with  Runway  14/32,  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  the 
Runway  33/32  direction  never  reach  the  goal  of  42  percent 
under  any  fleet  scenario  or  alternative. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Alternative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8,  6.2-1 1,  6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  nearly  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  1 5  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
runway  would  help  to  improve. 


Letter  269:  Nancy  Brayton 

Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR  • 


Code     Topic  1 

269.2   \  Regional 

Transportation  Airports 


Comment 

It's  time  to  find  an  alternative  site  for  additional  flights. 


Response 

Because  the  development  of  a  second  major  airport  would 
require  ten  to  15  years  for  site  selection  and  environmental 
review,  in  addition  to  a  multi-year  construction  period,  this 
option  is  not  viewed  as  a  solution  to  accommodating  forecast 
demand  over  the  next  20  years.  Hanscom  Field's  potential 
service  area  overlaps  with  the  service  areas  for 
several  airports  that  already  have  the  necessary 
infrastructure  for  commercial  service.  These  airports  are  the 
Hanscom  Field,  T.F.  Green/Providence,  and  Worcester 
Regional,  all  which  have  had  or  are  undergoing  major 
improvements  to  their  terminal  buildings,  other  landside 
facilities  and  airfields. 


Letter  269:  Nancy  Brayton 

Private  Citizens:  Hull 


LETTER  270 


Madeleine  Carlson 
39  Vautrinot  Avenue 
Hull,  MA  02045 


April  12,  1999 


Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention:  MEPA  Office 
Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley  -  EOEA  No.  10458 
100  Cambridge  Street  20"^  Fl. 
Boston,  MA  02205 


RE:     Opposition  to  Proposed  Logan  Rimway  Expansion 
Dear  Mr.  Pugsley: 

I  am  a  long-time  Hull  Village  resident  and  realize  that  we  have  to  bear  our  fair  share  of 
airplane  traffic  over  our  home,  after  all,  we  occasionally  fly,  too. 

'r^tZfl^:^^^^^^^  '  -  -         ^or  any  additional        ^70. 1 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration  of  this  request. 
Sincerely, 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  270 
Madeleine  Carlson 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code     Topic  1 

270.1    :  Alternatives 


Topic  2 

Runway  14/32 


Comment 


Response 


I  feel  we  . . .  already  have  our  fair  share  [of  airplane  traffic 
over  our  home]  and  I  urge  you  not  to  allow  for  any  additional 
runway  at  Logan 


The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Preferred 
Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner  that  is 
more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Hull  is  affected 
by  the  use  of  Runway  33/32  arrivals.  The  total  number  of 
aircraft  arriving  to  the  northwest  does  increase  with 
construction  of  the  runway,  but  this  is  due  to  the  PRAS  goals 
more  than  any  other  factor.  Since  the  Runway  33  arrivals  that 
impact  Hull  approach  primarily  over  water,  and  since  Hull  is 
further  from  the  airport  than  tiiose  communities  impacted  by 
arrivals  to  Runway  15L/R,  4L/R,  or  22LyR,  the  PRAS  goals 
call  for  42  percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  to  operate  in  this 
direction.  Runway  33  arrivals  accounted  for  approximately  27 
percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  1998,  and  since 
Logan  Airport  has  a  limited  capacity  in  this  direction,  the 
northwest  configuration  has  been  undenjtilized  as  demand 
has  increased  over  the  years.  Construction  of  the  runway 
allows  better  achievement  of  the  agreed-upon  PRAS  goals, 
but  even  with  Runway  14/32,  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  the 
Runway  33/32  direction  never  reach  the  goal  of  42  percent 
under  any  fleet  scenario  or  alternative. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Alternative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8, 6.2-9, 6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  nearly  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
mnway  would  help  to  improve. 


Letter  270:  fvladeleine  Carlson 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


I 

1 


LETTER  271 

r-    ,^2^.^  .^^t.-^^-   ^^^^  Jl^i'->^^ 


M^i^  ^^^^^  J^^^^ 


jr..'  ^z^,^.:^-^  271.2 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  271 
Corinne  Case 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code 

271.1 


Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Alternatives 


Peal<  Period 
Pricing 


Instead  of  building  a  new  runway... have  smaller  planes 
pay  higher  fees  during  peak  hours  to  help  ease  airplane 
traffic... 


271.2 


Ground 
Transportation 


Access  to 

Regional 

Airports 


...have  shuttle  buses  that  are  centrally  located  to  take 
people  to  Green  Rl  and  Manchester  NH  airports. 


Response 

Section  4.5  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  provides  an 
updated  discussion  of  PPP  at  Logan  Airport  and  an  analysis 
of  the  implications  of  an  illustrative  conceptual  small 
community  exemption  program. 

PPP  was  included  among  the  Airside  Project  alternatives  to 
address  delays  caused  by  over-scheduling, 

The  potential  impact  of  PPP  on  the  fleet  mix  at  Logan  Airport 
is  discussed  in  Section  4.5.2  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 
Section  4.5.3  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  provides  an 
analysis  of  a  PPP  Exemption  program. 


Logan  Airport  is  part  of  a  regional  system  of  airports  that 
includes  T.F.  Green/Providence,  Worcester  Regional  and 
Manchester.  Massport  has  long  recognized  that  service 
development  and  increased  passenger  traffic  at  these 
airports  are  an  important  part  of  the  region's  long-term 
strategy  to  accommodate  passenger  and  activity  growth. 
Massport  has  actively  encouraged  the  development  of 
regional  airports  and  full  use  of  other  options,  including 
high-speed  rail  to  Logan  Airport's  largest  market,  New  York. 
Regional  sen/ice  was  examined  in  Chapter  2  of  the  Airside 
Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  This 
analysis  supports  the  conclusion  greater  use  of  the  regional 
airports  will  provide  passengers  within  the  service  area  of 
such  airports  with  a  viable  alternative  to  Logan  Airport.  Since 
demand  within  Logan  Airport's  primary  service  area  will 
remain  strong,  the  improvements  at  other  regional  airports 
will  not  eliminate  the  need  for  airside  projects  at  Logan 
Airport. 


Letter  271:  Corinne  Case 

Private  Citizens;  Hull 


1 


1 


LETTER  272 

Lory  Newmyer  and  Steve  Cooper 
52  Highland  Avenue 
Hull,  MA  02045 


April  22,  1999 

Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attn:  MEPA  Office,  Arthur  Pugeley 
EOEA  10458 

100  Cambridge  Street,  20th  floor 
Boston,  MA  02205 

Mr.  Pugeley: 

We  are  20  year,  home-owning  residents  of  the  town  of  Hull  writing  to  express  oar 
strong  opposition  to  the  proposed  new  runway  at  Logan.  TT,e  evidence  of  excellent,  viable 
altematives,  compounded  by  the  evidence  of  quantifiable  duress,  is  incontrovenible  Please 
wetght  the  well-being  of  the  many  as  heavily  as  Ute  pocket-books  of  the  few,  and  without 
cymcism  oppose  this  action. 

Sincerely, 


Lory  Newmyer  and  Steve  Cooper 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  272 

Lory  Newmyer  and  Steve  Cooper 

Private  Citizens:  IHull 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


272.1  Alternatives 


Other  Non- 
Construction 
Alternatives 


We... express  our  strong  opposition  to  the  proposed  new 
runway  at  Logan.  The  evidence  of  excellent,  viable 
alternatives,  compounded  by  the  evidence  of  quantifiable 
duress,  is  incontrovertible. 


Response 


The  alternative  analysis  conforms  to  FAA  and  MEPA  scoping 
directives.  The  impact  of  the  regional  alternatives  has  been 
addressed  through  the  study  of  a  range  of  forecast  activity 
levels.  Refer  to  Chapter  2  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR 
and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  comprehensive 
discussion  of  options  to  Logan  Airport. 

Massport  advocates  increased  use  of  the  regional  airports 
and  high-speed  rail  services,  in  addition  to  construction  of 
Runway  14/32  and  the  other  airside  improvement  projects  at 
Logan  Airport,  as  a  comprehensive  plan  for  ensuring  an 
efficient  and  balanced  regional  transportation  system.  As  the 
analysis  in  Chapter  2  of  this  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
indicates,  these  off-airport  alternatives  are  expected  to 
reduce  aircraft  traffic  growth  pressures  at  Logan  Airport,  but 
they  will  not  eliminate  airside  delays  at  Logan  Airport  that 
occur  because  of  a  third  operating  runway  during  periods  of 
northwest  winds.  The  Preferred  Alternative,  which  specifically 
addresses  this  deficiency,  is  necessary  and  provides  clear 
benefits  at  current  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will 
only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at  the 
regional  airports  and  high-speed  rail  to  New  York  act  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at  Logan  Airport. 


Letter  272:  Lory  Newmyer  and  Steve  Cooper 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


1181  Nantasket  Ave.         LETTER  273 

Hull,  MA  02145 


April  14,  1999 


Arthur  Pugsley 
MEPA  Office 

100  Cambridge  Street  -  20*  floor 
Boston,  MA  02205 

Dear  Mr,  Pugsley: 


surpnsed  when  the  number  has  increased  ever  since  ther,  Pr,>nHc  7        u  ^     .  '"^'^^ 

phy'ca  W  sraauler  Z'^'^  Tf '  "^'^'^''y-      "igh.  delays  are  expecLd  to  so"   As  a 

ana  wimout  puttmg  Boston,  the  Harbor  and  smrounduig  communities  in  extreme  danger. 
L"i'swr,o*ft      IT"  for  Boston,  the  Commonwealth  and  New  England  There 

the  Boln  arelToL  and  ir^nilTlv  t^thor    ?  """''^     1""''^  "^"^  *ho  call 

are  already  at  great™  korSh^.  T  t""""^ ''"'^  ^        ^  health  and  safety 

y  at  great  nsK.  Uur  burden  has  mcreased  each  year.  We  cannot  accept  more! 

rt:Syr=sCac^!or^^^^^^ 


Sincerely, 


273.1 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  273 
Pauline  DePari 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code 

273.1 


Topic  1 

Alternatives 


Topic  2 

Runway  14/32 


Comment 


Response 


[Concerned  with]... this  specific  proposal,  as  well  as  the 
core  problem  of  dealing  with  the  projections  for  significant 
increases  in  air  traffic  demand  for  the  region.  Regardless 
of  a  new  runway,  and  according  to  Ivlassport's  own 
projections,  demand  for  passengers  and  aircraft  to  come 
to  the  area  is  expected  to  grow  significantly  and  flight 
delays  are  expected  to  soar... putting  Boston,  the  Harbor 
and  sun'ounding  communities  in  extreme  danger. 


Anticipated  future  passenger  and  operations  levels  can  be 
accommodated  by  Logan  Airport  without  any  airside 
improvements  but  not  without  delays  and  resulting  adverse 
environmental  impacts.  The  goals  of  the  Airside  Project  are  to 
reduce  delays,  increase  the  airport's  efficiency  and  improve 
airfield  safety  in  an  environmentally  responsible  manner. 
Long-term  aviation  growth  is  a  recognized  worldwide 
condition,  based  on  economic  and  demographic  factors,  and 
is  not  under  Massport's  control.  Massport  estimates  that  up  to 
7.3  million  Logan  Airport  air  passengers  may  be  diverted  to 
other  modes/airports  or  eliminated  through  advances  in 
telecommunications.  This  estimate  is  based  on  analyses  of 
passenger  origins/destinations  and  mode  choice  decisions 
conducted  for  other  studies.  While  these  alternatives  can  play 
a  role  in  providing  relief  to  Logan  Airport,  they  do  not 
eliminate  the  need  for  airside  improvements. 


Letter  273:  Pauline  DePari 

Private  Citizens:  Hull 


79  Car^n  S.ne,  HARVARD 
Cambridge,  Massachusetts   


02138-1499     ^  ,  ^ 
Phone:  617.495-2600  UNIVERSITY 


Fax:  617.495-5898  PRESS 


LETTER  274 

/f-iTA/:   M^Ph  0f-(,^ 
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As  <;^^^  '^U.'r  uu^^uA  ko. 

/  ^     ^<-t.X<^  Its 

L^U^  ^.,Cj^  ^.  ^  ^ 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  274 
David  Foss 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code     Topic  1 


274.1    \  Alternatives 


Topic  2 

Runway  14/32 


Comment 


Please  do  NOT  allow  the  area  to  be  further  polluted  by  the 
building  of  the  unnecessary  Runway  14/32. 


Response 


The  goals  of  the  Airside  Project  are  to  reduce  delay,  increase 
the  airport's  efficiency,  and  improve  airfield  safety  in  an 
environmentally  responsible  manner.  The  construction  of 
unidirectional  Runway  14/32  would  prevent  the  significant 
drop  in  airfield  capacity  that  now  occurs  during 
northwest  wind  conditions.  The  runway  would  not  increase 
Logan  Airport's  normal  operating  capacity  of 
approximately  120  operations  per  hour  which  is  available 
nearly  80  percent  of  the  year,  but  rather  would  allow  this 
capacity  to  be  maintained  more  consistently. 

The  emissions  inventory  and  dispersion  modeling  indicate 
better  air  quality  conditions  with  Runway  14/32  and  the 
Centerfield  Taxiway  than  with  the  No  Action  Alternative. 


Letter  274:  David  Foss 

Private  Citizens:  Hull 


LETTER  275 


April  5,  1999 


Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 

Attention:  MEPA  Office 

Mr.  Arthut  Pugsley  -  EOEA  No.  10458 

100  Cambridge  Street 

20th  Floor 

Boston,  MA  02205 

Dear  Mr.  Pugsley, 

We  are  opposed  to  the  Runway  14/32  for  the  following  reasons: 

•  Increased  traffic  and  resulting  noise  275  1 

•  Fear  ofcatastrophic  air  collisions  ^ 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 
Sincerely, 

.1  nlr 


So  ucuajl^  BiA^  qJZ^ 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  275 
Frank  and  Eileen  Furey 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

275.1 

Noise 

Impacts 

[Oppose  Runway  14/32  because  of]  increased  traffic  and 
resulting  noise. 

The  Preferred  Alternative,  and  specifically  unidirectional 
Runway  14/32,  would  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal 
airfield  capacity  of  approximately  120  operations  per  hour. 
This  capacity  is  available  at  Logan  Airport  approximately 
80  percent  of  the  time.  Runway  14/32  would  allow 
Logan  Airport  to  maintain  this  capacity  during  periods  of 
strong  northwest  winds  that  now  require  controllers  to  operate 
on  only  one  or  two  runways,  compared  to  the  typical 
three-runway  configurations  used  at  Logan  Airport.  The 
runway  will  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal  operating 
capacity,  nor  will  it  encourage  or  induce  an  increase  in  aircraft 
operations. 

275.2 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

[Oppose  Runway  14/32  because  of]  fear  of  catastrophic 
air  collisions. 

The  first  goal  of  the  FAA  and  Massport  is  always  to  provide 
safe  air  transportation.  Logan  Airport  has  a  tightly  controlled 
system  of  flight  tracks  and  procedures  to  prevent  aircraft 
accidents.  Runway  14/32  and  the  other  proposed  Airside 
improvements  are  designed  to  enhance  safety  and  efficiency 
of  traffic  operations  in  the  air  and  on  the  ground.  The  runway 
will  segregate  smaller  aircraft  and  reduce  congestion  during 
northwest  wind  conditions,  reducing  the  possibility  of 
mistakes  and  potential  for  accidents. 

275.3 

Regional 
Transportation 

:  Regional 
Airports 

[Oppose  Runway  14/32  because  of]  time  is  now  to  look 
for  another  area  for  an  airport,  while  the  land  is  still 
available  and  within  reach  financially. 

Because  the  development  of  a  second  major  airport  would 
require  ten  to  15  years  for  site  selection  and  environmental 
review,  in  addition  to  a  multi-year  constnjction  period,  this 
option  is  not  viewed  as  a  solution  to  accommodating  forecast 
demand  over  the  next  20  years.  Hanscom  Field's  potential 
service  area  overiaps  with  the  service  areas  for 
several  airports  that  already  have  the  necessary 
infrastnjcture  for  commercial  sen/ice.  These  airports  are  the 
Hanscom  Field,  T.F.  Green/Providence,  and  Worcester 
Regional,  all  which  have  had  or  are  undergoing  major 
improvements  to  their  terminal  buildings,  other  landside 
facilities  and  airfields. 

Letter  275:  Frank  and  Eileen  Furey 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 
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Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  276 
Diana  Goode 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

276.1 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

1  protest  and  oppose  Runway  14/32.. .from  noise  pollution. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Alternative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8, 6.2-9, 6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  nearly  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
runway  would  help  to  improve. 

276.2 

Ecosystems 

Rare  Species 

[Ms.  Goode  expresses  concerns  about  the  impact  of 
Runway  14/32  on  nesting  osprey... common  tern  and 
arctic  tern,  whicli  occasionally  are  present  in  Hull.] 

Hull  has  nesting  osprey  and  some  years  common  tern 
and  occasionally  an  artic  tern. 

As  evidenced  by  the  extensive  and  varied  bird  population  at 
Logan  Airport,  airport  noise  has  not  been  found  to  be  a 
significant  deterrent  to  avian  species.  In  fact,  most  airports 
find  it  necessary  to  manage  the  airfield  in  a  manner  to  reduce 
the  habitat  attractiveness  for  birds.  Furthermore,  the  addition 
of  Runway  14/32  would  not  result  in  overflights  to  new  areas 
in  Hull.  As  such,  the  Preferred  Alternative  is  not  expected  to 
have  an  adverse  impact  on  osprey  and  tern  populations  in 
Hull. 

Letter  276:  Diane  Goode 

Private  Citizens:  Hull 


t 


LETTER  277 


Mark  P.  Ingaciola 
20  Newton  Street 
Hull,  MA  02045 

April  21,  1999 


Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention:  MEPA  Office 
Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley-EOEA  No.  10458 
100  Cambridge  Street  20*  Floor 
Boston,  MA  02205 


Dear  Mr.  Pugsley, 


and  Ja^n'Z'ZZ^Zr      '      """"^^ '°  ^"^^""'^       '°  «P-<^  Logan  Ai^ort 

double  t  flS~Hunt^^^^^^  ^TP"-''  «  Logan  will  more  than 

residents  of  Hull.  I  ""^f"'^  "P°"     1"^%  of  life  for  tl,e 

Huii,  and  to  oppose  the  tz^z^^iTi:^:::':!:^:::,  '"-"-^  ^-"-y  of  .fe . 


Thank  you  for  your  attention  to  this 


matter. 


Sincerely, 

Mark  P.  Ingaciola 


c 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  277 
Mark  P.  Ingaciola 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code     Topic  1 

277.1  Cumulative 
i  Impacts 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


Runway  14/32 


I  am  opposed  to  Massport's  plan  to  expand  Logan  Airport 
and  build  a  new  runway  - 14/32... the  proposed  runway  at 
Logan  will  more  than  double  the  flights  over  Hull  each 
year,  seriously  impeding  upon  the  quality  of  life  for  the 
residents  of  Hull. 


The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Preferred 
Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner  that  is 
more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Hull  is  affected 
by  the  use  of  Runway  33/32  arrivals.  The  total  number  of 
aircraft  arriving  to  the  northwest  does  increase  with 
construction  of  the  runway,  but  this  is  due  to  the  PRAS  goals 
more  than  any  other  factor.  Since  the  Runway  33  arrivals  that 
impact  Hull  approach  primarily  over  water,  and  since  Hull  is 
further  from  the  airport  than  those  communities  impacted  by 
arrivals  to  Runway  15L/R,  4L/R,  or22L'R,  the  PRAS  goals 
call  for  42  percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  to  operate  in  this 
direction.  (Runway  33  arrivals  accounted  for  approximately  27 
percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  1998,  and  since 
Logan  Airport  has  a  limited  capacity  in  this  direction,  the 
northwest  configuration  has  been  underutilized  as  demand 
has  increased  over  the  years.  Construction  of  the  njnway 
allows  better  achievement  of  the  agreed-upon  PRAS  goals, 
but  even  with  Runway  14/32,  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  the 
Runway  33/32  direction  never  reach  the  goal  of  42  percent 
under  any  fleet  scenario  or  alternative. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Altemative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8,  6.2-9, 6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  neariy  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
runway  would  help  to  improve. 


Letter  277:  Mark  P.  Ingaciola 

Private  Citizens:  Hull 
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LETTER  278 


Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs  March  30,  1999 

Att:  MEPA- Office 

^n'n  ^^^^^^  P"SSley-EOEA  No.  10458 
100  Cambridge  St 
20th  Floor 
Boston,  MA  02205 


Dear  Sir: 


I  feel  the  need  to  express  my  opposition  to  the  Logan  Airport 
runway  expansion.     My  husband  and  I  are  senior  citizens.    After  owning  a 
business  in  Boston  for  many  years,  we  have  retired  and  purchase.ia  home 
in  Hull.      We  fell  in  love  with  the  sea  views,  and  the  quiet  slower- 
paced  approach  to  life  which  we  found  here. 

Prior  to  moving  here  last  summer,  we  had  lived  in  the  North 
End  of  Boston.     But  the  noise  and  pollution  from  the  destruction  and  con- 
struction in  that  area  took  away  all  the  beauty  of  the  waterfront. 

It  would  be  a  shame  to  have  the  same  noise  and  air  pollution 
here  which  we  feel  will  come  from  increased  flights  over  Hull  as  a  result 
of  an  added  runway. 

Very  sincerely  yours. 


Marjorie  Rilleau  Kallman 
15  Spinnaker  Hill  Lane 
Hull,  \Ak  02045 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 
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I. ..express  my  opposition  to  the  Logan  Airport  runway 
expansion.  It  would  be  a  shame  to  have  the  ...noise  and 
air  pollution  here  which  we  feel  will  come  from  increased 
flights  over  Hull  as  a  result  of  an  added  runway. 


The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Preferred 
Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner  that  is 
more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Hull  is  affected 
by  the  use  of  Runway  33/32  arrivals.  The  total  number  of 
aircraft  arriving  to  the  northwest  does  increase  with 
construction  of  the  runway,  but  this  is  due  to  the  PRAS  goals 
more  than  any  other  factor.  Since  the  Runway  33  arrivals  that 
impact  Hull  approach  primarily  over  water,  and  since  Hull  is 
further  from  the  airport  than  those  communities  impacted  by 
arrivals  to  Runway  15L/R,  4LyR,  or22L/R,  the  PRAS  goals 
call  for  42  percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  to  operate  in  this 
direction.  Runway  33  arrivals  accounted  for  approximately  27 
percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  1998,  and  since 
Logan  Airport  has  a  limited  capacity  in  this  direction,  the 
northwest  configuration  has  been  underutilized  as  demand 
has  increased  over  the  years.  Construction  of  the  runway 
allows  better  achievement  of  the  agreed-upon  PRAS  goals, 
but  even  with  Runway  14/32,  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  the 
Runway  33/32  direction  never  reach  the  goal  of  42  percent 
under  any  fleet  scenario  or  alternative. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Alternative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8,  6.2-9,  6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  nearly  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
runway  would  help  to  improve. 


Letter  278:  Marjorie  Rilleau  Kallman 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


LETTER  279 


April  22,  1999 


Stephen  Lathrop 
14  Western  Avenue 
HuJl,  Massachusetts  02045 


DRAFT  EIR 

Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 

Attention  MEPA  Office 

Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley-EOEA  No.  10458 

100  Cambridge  Street 

20th  Floor 

Boston,  MA  022025 


Dear  Mr.  Silva: 


pern.t  much  of  what  I  Z^Z^C\fZt^c°"^r  ^  '° 
projea,  I  think  it's  easy  to  se,-  Given  the  complexity  of  the 

Sincerely 


Stephen  Lathrop 


COMMENTS  OF  STEPHEN  lATHROP 
ON 

DRAFT  EIR:  EOAE  NO.  10458 
AND 

DRAFT  EIS:  ANE-600 


COMMENTS  ON:  EOEA  #10458  AND  ANE-600 
LOGAN AIRSIDE  IMPROVEMENTS  PLANNING  PROJECT 
DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT/REPORT 
WITH  PARTICULAR  REFERENCE  TO  NOISE  IMPACTS 
IN  THE  VICINITY  OF  HULL,  MASSACHUSETTS 


OPENING  COMMENT 


K  Bcston  Glohc  report  (March  2,  1999),  based  on  Massporfs  projected  data,  shows 
thanf  Massports  new  runway  is  approved,  approximately  82,540  airplanes  per  year 
W.11  fly  low  over  Pemberton  Pomt  in  Hull,  the  site  of  Huli  Hrgh  School.  Almost 

l°n  f  ""^  "'gh  School,  many  closer  than 

1600  feet.  These  distances  are  measured  upward  from  die  school  to  the  airplanes 
diemselves,  not  to  die  padis  of  d>e  airplanes  projected  on  die  ground.  No  airplane 
on  any  ninway  ever  comes  so  close  to  d,e  FAA  control  tower  at  Logan  airport 
Massport's  Report  presents  tables  which,  taken  togedaer,  seem  to  assert  diat  under 
such  condrnons  noise  at  HuU  High  School  would  dien  be  equivalent  to  diat 
experienced  by  residents  of  a  "Small  Town  Cul-de-Sac." 


SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS 


There  are  5  prmapal  objecdons  to  acceptance  of  die  Dr^ft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement/Report  contamed  in  diis  reply:  (1)  that  die  Report  fails  to  study  noise 
impacts  m  die  vicinity  of  Hull,  Massachusetts,  even  though  such  study  is 
warranted  and  mandated;  (2)  diat  data  presented  in  the  report  which  appear 
to  justify  the  exclusion  of  Hull  from  die  study  area  are  in  fact  incorrect  and 
msuflicendy  documented,  and  diat  noise  modeling  mediods  used  by  Massport 
to  exclude  Hull  from  die  study  area  are  also  mcorrect  and  insufficiently  docu- 
mented,  (3)  diat  exclusion  of  HuU  from  die  study  area  forecloses  consideration 
of  the  harm  which  Massport's  runway  expansion  plans  might  do  to  future  noise 
abatement  using  new  technology  in  die  vicinity  of  Hull;  (4)  that  operation  of 
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the  proposed  runway  is  Hkely  to  cause  shifts  in  air  traffic  patterns  which  wiU 
cause  more  airplanes  to  fly  over  Hull,  but  this  possibility  is  not  examined  in 
the  Report;  (5)  that  the  people  of  Hull  have  not  been  adequately  notified  of 
Massport's  plans  because  no  copy  of  the  report  has  been  delivered  to  the  Hull 
Public  Library 

SUMMAEY  OF  OBJECHON  1:  The  Draft  Environmental  Impcut 
Statement/TUport,  hereafter  called  the  Report,  is  inadequate  because  it  fails  to  study 
noise  impacts  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull,  Massachusetts.  There  are  compelling 
reasons  to  beHeve  that  Hull  meets  the  criteria  for  study  estabHshed  by  Massport  and 
by  Federal  regulations.  Accordingly,  die  Report  should  not  be  accepted  as  written. 

Reasons  to  believe  that  Hull  faUs  within  the  mandated  study  area  are  die  foUowing: 

1.  In  Volume  IV  of  the  report,  containing  Technical  Appendices  L-O,  numerous 
figures  appear  which  place  Hull  on  die  very  edge  of  die  study  area  modeled  by 
Massport  as  die  area  widiin  die  60  dB  DNL  contour.  This  suggests  diat  even 
small  data  or  modeling  errors,  if  corrected,  might  put  HuU  widiin  die  mandated 
study  area. 

2.  Actual  noise  measurements  at  Hull  High  School,  where  Massport  has  for  years 
maintained  a  noise  monitoring  stadon,  contradict  die  Report's  noise  projections. 
The  Report  places  Hull  outside  die  60  dB  noise  conrour  adopted  by  Massport  as 
die  direshold  for  environmental  study  The  historical  measurements  say  Hull  is 
already  deeply  widiin  die  contour,  aldiough  it  has  yet  to  experience  die  increase  in 
aircraft  operations  projected  by  die  Report. 

According  to  Massport  data,  noise  measurements  at  Hull  High  School,  after 
adjustment  to  remove  exceptional  noise  events  such  as  winter  storms,  exceeded 
60dB  in  each  of  a  sample  of  24  summer  mondis  save  one,  and  in  aU  of  a  sample  of 
23  winter  mondis  widiout  exception.  The  mondily  measurements  were  for  ±e  sum- 
mer mondis  June,  July,  and  August,  and  die  winter  mondis  December,  January,  and 
February,  beginning  in  June  of  1991  and  ending  widi  February  1999. 

The  highest  mondily  average  measurement  resuJt  was  68.4dB  in  February  of 
1992,  die  lowest  59.7dB  in  August  of  1997,  die  only  figure  below  60dB.  All  figures 
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were  monthly  averages.  Of  these  monthly  averages,  13  exceeded  65d3,  mosdy  in 
die  years  before  1996,  but  also  twice  in  1997.  ^ 

^of  "",1^'"'™  °'  "        ^  <1^^""-  i"  niondJy  noise 

from  1991  to  1996,  foUowed  by  an  apparent  increase  in  1998.  There  at.  only 
2  montl^  m  the  1999  sample  and  d,ese  are  lower  dun  d,e  equivalent  1998  yL 
but  still  far  above  die  60dB  direshold  at  63.4dB  and  63  9dB 

Perhaps  more  to  die  point,  Massport  has  recendy  begun  measuring  what  it 
thmks  .s  the  actual  contnbudon  of  noise  from  airplanes  at  Hull  High  School.  This 
mvolves  die  removal  of  odier  noise  sources  from  die  overall  noise  measurement  to 
denve  an  ar^lancs-only  figure.  Such  figures  a.  now  available  for  mondis  starting  in 
January  1998  and  ending  w.di  January  1999.  These  are  Massporfs  mondily  averL 

m  "r.!"!,"         "  ^""^  February 

1998:  58.5  dB;  March  1998:  59.4dB;  Apnl  1998:  59.3dB;  May  1998-  58  6dB 

59.2dB;  October  1998:  59.8dB;  November  1998:  59.8dB;  December  1998- 
59.8dB;  January  1999:  59.5dB.  These  figures,  wWch  represent  only  noise  wWch 
can  be  correlated  w,d,  specific  aircraft  operadons,  establish  cleady  diat  an  increase  in 
aircraft  operations  much  smaller  dian  die  Report's  Preferred  Alternative  would  put 
HuU  wdim  die  60dB  contour  on  die  basis  of  airplane-related  noise  alone 

Probably,  however,  die  figures  noted  in  die  previous  paragraph  are  too  small, 
and  Hue  is  already  widiin  die  60dB  contour  on  die  basis  of  aircraft  noise,  if  diat 
could  be  properly  measured.  Hull's  unique  locadon  in  Boston's  air  traffic  pattern 
compbcates  correlation  of  aircraft  operations  wirii  noise  monitor  data,  somed^g 
which  anyone  who  wishes  to  isolate  and  remove  background  noise  must  do 
Unfortunately,  in  HuU,  background  noise  is  airplane  noise. 

The  noise  monitor  at  Hull  High  School  is  commonly  affected  by  4  or  more  jet 
operations  simultaneously,  because  airplanes  departing  Logan  via  Runways  22L/R 
fly  a  semicircular  pattern  around  die  monitor  It  is  an  ordinary  occurrence  to  see 
one  ,et  approaching  die  monitor  from  die  west  over  Boston  Harbor,  while  anodier 
which  has  ,ust  passed  die  monitor,  turns  soudi  over  Nantasket  Beach  as  yet 
anodier,  which  preceded  die  first  off  die  ninway  at  Logan  by  perhaps  90  seconds 
turns  west  over  HuU  Bay  and  approaches  once  more  toward  die  monitor  on  die  Jide 
opposite  Its  original  pass.  In  addition,  takeoff  dirust  and  dirust  reversals  at  Logan 
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Itself  are  often  clearly  audible  at  Hull  High  School,  and  sometimes  diey  are  loudly 
audible.  It  seems  unlikely  diat  all  of  this  noise  activity  can  be  successftilly  correlated 
to  specific  aircraft  operations;  periiaps  only  one  operation  at  a  time  can  be  so  corre- 
lated. If  so,  dien  a  large  aircraft-related  noise  component  is  being  assigned  to  back- 
ground noise,  and  all  of  the  figures  which  Massport  has  computed  for  airplanes-only 
noise  are  smaller  dian  they  should  be. 

To  diink  of  die  problem  anodier  way,  consider  diis:  without  Logan  and  its 
airplanes,  Hull  Village  would  surely  be  one  of  die  quietest  communities  in  eastern 
Massachusetts.  Hull  Village  has  no  commercial  zone,  so  trucks  are  rarely  seen  on  its 
streets.  It  doesn't  have  dirough  traffic,  because  no  one  can  drive  dirough  Hull 
Village,  only  to  it,  or  from  it;  it  is  on  the  end  of  a  small  peninsula.  There  isn't  any 
industry  to  make  noise.  And  yet  a  noise  monitor  in  Hull  Village  stays  constantly 
above  60dB,  often  pushing  65dB.  According  to  die  Report's  Figure  5.2-2  a  typical 
small  town  suburban  environment  ought  to  measure  somewhere  in  the  high  40s. 
There  isn't  any  obvious  reason  why  Hull  Village  would  be  any  noisier,  except 
Logan  Airport. 

3.  The  Report  contains  significant  data  errors.  The  flight  tracks  offered  by  die 
Report  to  represent  die  historical  pattern  of  aircraft  operations  in  die  vicinity  of 
Hull  do  not  reasonably  approximate  die  patterns  of  aircraft  operations  in  die  vicin- 
ity of  Hull  durmg  die  previous  10  years,  nor  at  die  present  time. 

Figures  5.2-5,  5.2-6,  6.2-1,  and  6.2-3,  which  purport  to  show  die  historical 
and  projected  padis  of  aircraft  in  die  vicinity  of  Hull  are  all  drawn  m  such  a  way 
diat  no  aircraft  are  shown  crossing  die  upper  end  of  die  HuU  Peninsula.  In  a  brief 
course  of  observation  which  I  conduaed  on  Saturday,  April  17,  between  die  hours 
of  11:43  a.m.  and  12:35  p.m.,  (when  observation  was  interrupted  by  rain)  and 
again  between  5:53  p.m.  and  6:28  p.m.,  I  observed  31  airplanes  which  departed 
Logan  on  Runway  22  and  dien  flew  toward  Hull.  Of  diese,  4  flew  direcdy  over  die 
upper  end  of  die  Hull  Peninsula,  and  4  more  skirted  its  shoreline  so  closely  diat 
essenaally  nodiing  of  eidier  side  of  diese  airplanes  could  be  seen  as  I  stood  on  die 
seawall.  I  have  documented  diese  observations  photographically 

In  anodier  brief  course  of  observation  which  I  conducted  on  Monday,  April  19 
between  die  hours  of  8:22  a.m.  and  10: 15  a.m.  I  observed  in  die  vicmity  of  Hull  ' 
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Gut  as  34  airplanes  apptoached  mnway  33L.  Of  these,  all  but  one  flew  ditectly  over 
the  end  of  the  Hull  Peninsula  or  skirted  its  shoreline  so  closely  that  essentially  nod,- 
mg  of  either  s.de  of  these  airplanes  could  be  seen  from  my  point  of  observation  on 
the  shoreUne  at  Hull  Gut.  I  have  documented  these  observations  photographically 


On  the  basis  of  personal  experience  gathered  while  Uving  for  10  years  in 
Hull  Village,  which  is  on  the  end  of  die  Hull  Peninsula,  I  estimate  diat  diese  two 
obsemtion  sessions  fairly  represent  die  usual  pattern  of  aircraft  operations  to  be 
found  diere,  aldiough  die  accuracy  of  die  conclusions  could  surely  be  improved  bv 
more  extensive  obsemdons,  or  better  yet  by  study  of  PAA  radar  track  data 

All  of  die  airplanes  noted  in  diese  two  observations  sessions  were  jet 
airplanes;  I  saw  many  wrboprop  airplanes  during  die  second  observation  session 
but  diey  were  not  counted  for  die  purpose  of  diese  comments. 

There  is  nothing  in  die  Report  to  suggest  diat  planned  changes  will  cause 
ftiture  aircraft  operations  in  die  vicinity  of  Hull  to  conform  to  die  patterns  of  opera- 
tion presented  by  die  Report.  TTiese  maccurately  presented  patterns  of  operation  are 
Identified  in  die  Report  as  die  basis  of  Massport's  modeling  of  bodi  historical  and 
projected  noise  in  die  vicinity  of  Hull. 

4  The  actual  patterns  of  aircraft  operations  in  die  vicinity  of  Hull  bring  aircraft 
closer  to  Hull,  and  over  Hull,  more  often  dian  die  Report's  modelmg  data  show  ■ 
This  raises  noise  levels  in  HuU  above  diose  shown  by  die  Report's  modelmg. 

5.  The  actual  patterns  of  aircraft  operations  in  die  vicinity  of  HuU  are  not  as  dis- 
persed as  die  Report's  modeling  data  show  The  more  concentrated  actual  character 
of  diese  operations  tends  to  raise  noise  levels  m  die  vicinity  of  HuU  as  compared 

to  die  Report's  modeled  operations. 

6.  The  Report  presents  no  actual  measurements  of  airplane  noise  in  HuU  even 
diough  Massport  has  operated  noise  measurement  equipment  m  HuU  for  many 
years,  a  fact  which  is  noted  m  die  Report.  Citing  actual  historical  measurements  of 
high  noise  levels  in  HuU  would  caU  into  question  die  validity  of  die  noise  modeling 
results  presented  by  die  Report. 
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7.  The  report  presents  modeled  estimates  of  airplane  noise  in  Hull,  but  these 
estimates  appear  to  defy  common  sense,  and  also  contradia  measurements  actually 
made  in  die  past.  For  instance,  Figure  5.2-2  in  die  Report  (Typical  Outdoor 
Day/Night  Sound  Levels  (dB))  presents  a  graph  which  indicates  diat  54dB  is  a  typ- 
^  ical  DNL  sound  level  for  a  "SmaU  Town  Cul-de-Sac."  In  Volume  IV  of  the  Report 

a  table  appears  (Table  2.3,  Day-Night  Sound  Level  Values  (Ldn)  in  dB  From  FHght 
Operations  at  23  Seleaed  Locations,  2010  37.5  MiUion  Low).  This  table  presents 
modeled  sound  levels  for  Hull  High  School  under  Massport's  Preferred  Alternatives, 
Alt  1  and  Alt  lA.  Sound  levels  under  bodi  alternatives  are  shown  to  be  54.6  dB, 
essentially  as  quiet  as  the  small  town  cul-de-sac  of  Figure  5.2-2. 

It  is  difficult  to  credit  die  notion  diat  HuU  High  School,  which  would  tiien  be 
experiencing  more  than  100,000  equivalent  air  operations  a  year,  die  majority  of 
diem  low-level  overflights  and  near-overfHghts  at  altitudes  under  1600  feet,  would 
dien  be  as  quiet  as  a  small  town  cul-de-sac.  HuU  High  School  is  not  tiiat  quiet 
now  Massport  has  sound  measurement  data  coUected  diroughout  die  1990s  which 
show  much  higher  mondily  noise  levels  at  HuU  High  School  produced  by  many 
fewer  equivalent  operations.  These  data  are  discussed  briefly  under  Number  2 
above,  but  diey  are  not  published  in  die  Report.  The  Report  does  not  discuss 
these  contradictions. 


SUMMARY  OF  OBJECTION  2:  Mediods  used  by  Massport  to  develop  data  for 
die  Report  are  not  sufficiendy  documented.  This  makes  it  impossible  to  assess  die 
likelihood  diat  die  data  used  accurately  represent  die  cases  diey  are  claimed  to  repre- 
sent. Even  if  die  data  are  accurate  and  representative,  die  mediods  used  by  Massport 
to  process  die  data  into  noise  models  are  largely  undocumented.  The  Report  does 
not  aUow  a  reasonable  person  to  assess  whedier  die  resulting  noise  models  accu-   279  4 
rately  reflect  die  data  inputs.  Some  data  presented  in  die  Report  could  lead  to  a 
conclusion  diat  die  modeUng  software  used  by  Massport  lacks  die  sophistication 
necessary  to  model  accurately  die  complex  noise  situation  in  die  vicinity  of  HuU. 
For  diese  reasons  too,  die  Report  should  not  be  accepted  as  written. 
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Reasons  to  question  the  Report's  noise  modeling  data  and  methods  ate  dae  foUowing: 

1.  In  its  modeled  flight  tracl=s  for  ardvals  and  departures,  past  and  future,  die 
Report  shows  multiple  flight  pais  per  runway.  The  Report  is  vague  about  Ac  basis 
for  choosmg  the  particular  tracks  shown.  It  offits  no  explanation  of  whether  these 
tracks  represent  sampled  actual  tracks  of  real  flights,  or  composites,  nor  any  discus- 
sion of  whether  d,e  tracks  ptoperly  represent  particular  seasonal  conditions  and 
states  of  airport  activity.  TT,e  Report  ^so  does  not  indicate  whether  all  tracks  from 
each  runway  are  weighted  equally  when  computing  noise  models. 

2.  In  some  areas  near  Hull  flight  tracks  ficm  diffetrnt  runways  aie  shown 
mtermingUng.  One  such  case  involves  takeoffi  from  Runway  22L,  Runway  22R 
Runway  15R,  and  Rnnway  9,  as  shown  in  Figure  5.2-5  (Modeled  Departure  FUght 
Tracks  for  Existing  Runway  Configurations)  In  aU,  20  tracb  seem  to  be  involved 
five  per  mnway  (die  quality  of  Massport's  presentation  of  diese  tracks  is  so  poor  ' 
diat  track  count  must  remain  an  estimate),  of  which  17  intemimgle.  The  Report 
does  not  answer  this  question:  In  computing  noise  models  in  the  mtermmgled  area 
does  each  track  from  each  runway  count  equally?  Runway  15R  sees  very  few  depar- 
tures; Runways  22L  and  9  are  d,e  busiest  depamire  runways  at  Logan.  Even 
assummg  diat  all  die  tracks  are  properly  located,  if  diey  are  not  weighted  properly 
ro  reflect  die  diff-erent  intensity  of  traffic  each  track  experiences  there  will  be  distor- 
aons  m  any  resulting  noise  model.  If  diese  tracks  are  weighted  equaUy,  die  resultuig 
disromon  would  tend  to  improperiy  move  modeled  noise  away  from  HuU. 

3.  Figure  5.2-6  in  die  Report  (Modeled  Arrival  Flight  Tracks  for  Existing  Runway 
Configurauons)  shows  most  arriving  flights  destined  for  Runway  33L  crossing 
eidier  die  Nordiern  end  of  Peddocks  Island  or  die  western  side  of  Hull  Gut  None 
are  shown  crossing  die  end  of  die  Hull  Peninsula. 

An  electronic  beacon  marking  die  approach  padi  for  Runway  33L  is  located  on 
die  end  of  die  Hull  Peninsula,  and  is  approximately  500  yards  east  of  die  eastern- 
most pomt  on  Peddocks  Island.  The  Report  does  not  answer  die  obvious  question- 
why  would  arnving  airplanes  destined  for  Runway  33L  be  mote  Ukely  ro  fly  above 
Peddocks  Island  dian  above  die  beacon  put  on  die  Hull  Peninsula  for  diat  purpose" 
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If  the  Report  ha.  misrepresented  the  approach  situation  at  Hull  Gut,  as  seems 
obvious,  d.en  correcting  that  misrepresentation  would  result  m  a  no.se  model  ±at 
would  predict  more  noise  in  Hull. 

4Jigure  5 .2-6  (Mc^eled  Arrival  Flight  Tracks  for  Existing  Runway  Configuradons) 
sho«,  a  broad  fan  of  10  approach  paths  which  convetge  at  a  point  over  Bron 
Harbor,  about  a  mje  northwest  of  the  end  of  the  Hull  Pemnsuia.  Opposite  Hull  Gut 
this  fan  .s  shown  with  a  width  of  approximately  .6  mile 

for  Way  33L  have  already  converged  along  an  axis  southeast  of  Hull  Gut  befon= 
ovetflyu^g  the  end  of  the  Hull  Peninsula  at  Hull  Gut.  With  the  sun  standing  in  the 
south  southeast,  di^cdy  behind  apptoach^g  atrplanes,  .t  is  poss.ble  for  an  observer 
l;  he?  °"  """"^  °f  ^■T"-'^       --P'-c  passes 

of  the  Hull  Pemnsula  m  an  mtensely  focused  stream.  This  pattern  of  operation  which 
^quues  no  specal  equtpment  or  expertise  to  observe,  f  entered  as  data  „to  n^^e 
modehng  software,  would  yield  larger  noise  values  for  Hull  than  the  fan  of  approach 
tracks  presented  by  the  Report.  ppioacn 

5.  TT,e  fan  of  approach  tracks  for  Runway  33L  at  Hull  Gut,  which  is  presented  in 
Figure  5.2-6  m  the  Report,  is  marked  by  a  dog-leg  a  short  distance  before  the  point 
o  convergence^H^e  Report  shows  no  sunilar  dog-leg  in  .he  approach  tracks  to  any 
other  mnway  The  Report  offers  no  explanation  for  the  dog-leg  shown  on  the 

non.  If  d,c  dog-leg  were  not  present  in  the  modeled  approach  path  for  Runway  33L 
the  resultmgno.se  model  would  predia  mote  noise  in  Hull.  ' 

6.  When  amvals  are  destined  for  Runway  33L,  res.dents  of  HuU  VUlage,  near  the 

TJ.  tl  "P^'^""  '""'"P"^  hour,  but 

Rgure    2-6  shows  no  artivd  pad.  crossing  Hull  Vmage.  If  drtea  overflights  of 

nl  were  among  d,e  modeled  approach  tracks  for  Runway  33L  the  restating 

norse  model  would  predia  more  noise  in  Hull. 


Reply  of  Stephen  Lathrop  to: 
Draft  EIR:  EOEA  No.  10458 
and  to:  Draft  EIS:  ANE-600i 


7.  Figure  5.2-5  of  the  Report  (Modeled  Departure  Flight  Tracks  for  Existing  Runway 
Configurations)  shows  a  large  number  of  modeled  flight  tracks  from  4  runways  inter- 
mmgling  over  Boston  Harbor  nordi  of  HuU.  Some  of  die  difficulties  of  diis  modeling 
situation  were  noted  in  Number  2  above. 

Another  question  arises  because  of  die  locations  of  die  tracks  diemselves. 
Among  15(.>)  tracks  departing  Runway  22L,  22R  and  15R,  die  Report  shows  no 
track  dir^cdy  over  Hull  Village.  Overflights  of  Hull  Village  are  a  common  occurrence 
usually  seen  multiple  times  per  hour;  and  sometimes  nearly  continuously  whenever 
Runways  22L  and  22R  are  used  for  departure.  The  Report  shows  1  track  skirting  die 
nordi  shore  of  die  Hull  Peninsula,  and  2  in  die  vicinity  of  die  soudi  shore  of  Georges 
Island,  approximately  .8  nautical  miie  nordi  of  Hull.  The  Report  shows  4  modeled 
padis  distributed  nordiward  from  die  middle  part  of  LoveU's  island,  1.5  nautical  miles 
north  of  Hull 

The  visual  observations  discussed  above  make  it  seem  doubdUl  diat  many  air- 
planes from  22L  and  22R  fly  so  far  nordi.  If  Massport's  noise  modeling  software 
assigns  equal  weight  to  each  of  diese  tracks,  dien  Figure  5.2-5  shows  modeling  mputs 
diat  seem  to  under-reprt-<;ent  die  number  of  flights  which  travel  close  to  Hull,  or  over 
HuU,  while  over-representing  diose  diat  miss  Hull  by  a  large  distance.  Correcing 
such  a  misrepresentation  would  result  in  a  noise  model  which  would  predict  more 
noise  in  Hull. 


8.  Aldiough  Massport  has  access  to  Rderal  Aviation  Administration  radar  tracking 
data,  no  statistical  samples  of  such  data  appear  in  die  Report.  A  statisticaUy  rigorous 
sampling  of  FAA  radar  tracks,  presenting  cases  to  represent  common  airport  operating 
conditions,  would  provide  die  soundest  possible  basis  for  noise  modeling  because  it 
would  provide  a  historically  based  and  gcographicaU  accurate  characterization  of  die 
patterns  of  aircraft  operation  around  Logan  Airport,  and  in  die  vicinity  of  Hull.  The 
faa  diat  Massport  has  not  documented  a  statisticaUy  rigorous  appUcation  of  diis 
obviously  powerilil  tool  caUs  into  question  die  vaUdity  of  aU  die  flight  track  data  upon 
which  die  Report's  noise  modeUng  is  based. 

9.  Close  examination  of  die  noise  contours  produced  by  Massport's  noise  modeling 
soft^vare  shows  striking  faUures  to  predia  obvious  and  inescapable  noise  effects  diat 
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would  be  not  only  apparent,  but  even  intrusive,  for  most  observers.  For  instance, 
Volume  IV  of  die  Report  presents  numerous  graphical  representations  of  modeled 
noise  contours.  One  presentation,  tided  "Day-Night  Sound  Level  Contours  2010 
49M  High,  Alternative  1,"  shows  perfecdy  symmetrical  sound  contours  at  die  depar- 
ture end  of  Runways  22L  and  22R.  The  faa  diat  109,000  equivalent  departures 
(Volume  m,  "Aircraft  Operations  by  Fleet,  Alternative,  Runway  End  and  Operation" , 
odierwise  unnumbered  and  unpaginated)  are  modeled  to  make  sharp  left  turns  over 
Casde  Island  seems  completely  unrecorded  in  any  of  die  contours  except  (possibly) 
die  60  dB  contour,  which  bulges  almost  imperceptibly  near  Thompson  Island. 
However  technically  accurate  diis  model  might  or  might  not  be,  it  seems  obvious 
diat  in  diis  case  it  has  produced  a  result  diat  would  confound  die  expeaations  of  any 
human  observer  with  normal  hearing. 

Similarly,  die  contours  projecting  from  die  departure  end  of  Runway  15  remain 
undisturbed  by  die  substantial  cross-traffic  of  Runway  22  departures,  but  a  human 
observer  on  a  boat  in  die  vicinity  would  surely  fmd  die  noise  intrusive.  If  Massport's 
modeUng  program  does  not  make  models  which  closely  match  real  human  experi- 
ence, dien  die  presence  of  diose  models  in  diis  Report  should  be  a  reason  to  reject 
the  Report  as  misleading. 

SUMMARY  AND  CONCLUSION  OF  OBJECTION  3:  Previously,  representatives 
of  Massport  and  of  die  Federal  Aviation  Administration  have  offered  die  prospect 
diat  ftiture  technological  improvements  would  facilitate  more  efficient  noise  abate- 
ment in  die  vicinity  of  Hull.  The  Report  does  not  discuss  such  ftiture  improvements 
and  it  seems  reasonable  to  beUeve  diat  implementation  of  die  Preferred  Alternative       PTQ  5 
would  complicate  or  preclude  dieir  implementation. 

One  technology  so  mentioned  was  die  appUcation  of  approach  procedures 
based  on  die  satellite- based  Global  Positioning  System  to  Runway  33L,  guiding 
incoming  airplanes  fardier  from  Hull  along  curved  approach  padis.  It  seems  possi- 
ble diat  construction  of  Runway  14/32  would  complicate  or  preclude  such  an 
improvement,  but  die  issue  of  Global  Positioning  System  approach  padis  is  not  dis- 
cussed in  the  Report. 

Anodier  approach  to  die  same  goal  would  be  to  install  glide  slope  and  locator 
electronics  on  Thompson  Island,  to  project  dieir  beacons  eastward  over  Shag  Rocks. 


3) 
3) 

3) 
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Under  VFR  coninons  such  an  instaUation  wouJd  enable  an  accurate  app^ach  to 
Runway  33L  that  begins  as  a  westward  leg  ^ughly  parallel  to  Ae  north  shote  of 
Hull,  but  offset  more  than  a  mile  to  d>e  north.  TTus  track  intersects  the  current 
approach  pad,  at  its  current  altitude  almost  3  miles  ftom  d,e  touchdown  point 
on  33L.  A  55  degree  Wm  at  the  point  of  intersection  would  put  airplanes  on  the 
o^rrent  track,  to  land  as  they  always  have.  This  proposed  new  tracjs  almost  per- 
fectly parallel  to  Runway  9/27,  and  more  than  3  miles  south  of  a  line  ptojected 
eastward  from  Runway  9.  Use  of  such  an  approach  would  enormously  benefit  d,e 
people  of  Hmgham,  Hull,  and  Weymouth,  who  would  all  be  freed  of  probably  h^ 
or  more  of  the  airplane  noise  d,ey  now  experience,  while  adversely  alTecdng  no  one 
Unformnately  th,s  approach  pad,  would  also  put  incoming  airplanes  on  an  inter 

D  of  14/32  mtght  preclude  or  complicate  future  implementation  of  dus  improvement 

3)  r  r  °f  -  ^«  Report.  For  tWs  reason  too,  L  Report' 

should  not  be  accepted  as  written  ^ 

V 

I,  SUMMARY  AND  CONCLUSION  OF  OBJECnON  4:  It  seems  reasonable  to 

suppose  that  constnrction  of  Runway  14/32  would  ^ter  existing  paaerns  of  aircraft 
operations,  as  bod,  air  controUers  and  p,lots  adjusted  to  d,e  prJence  of  a  new  fac 

C  tor  m  d,e  nav.gat.onal  mbc.  As  can  be  seen  by  comparmg  Figures  6.2-2  and  6  2-3     070  R 

tracks  w,U  be  added  to  the  west  of  d,e  present  inbound  approach  to  Runway  33L 
^"""7;^°^*="^*  Presented  in  all  four  ofthese  figures  has  already' 

^  "  ^^-^-^  ^-l"--  "^-ed  for  Runway 

33L,  FAA  radar  trackmg  data  which  is  avaUable  from  Massport  reveal  what  may  be 

from       '""a  °^      '^-y  ^PP-*-paI 

'       :;g,r  "  ''"^  ^^'^^    ^= ™*  ---y  - 


If  an  approach  path  to  Runway  32  is  established  as  shown  in  d,e  Report 

approach  to  33L  m.ght  change  m  d,e  following  ways:  First,  airplanes  which  might 
previously  have  approached  d,e  33L  axis  from  d,e  west  mtght  L  choose  to 
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approach  from  the  east,  to  avoid  crossing  the  padis  of  airplanes  destined  for 
Runway  32.  Because  many  aiq)lanes  which  approach  33L  from  die  east  fly  directly 
over  Hull,  as  the  FAA  data  show,  such  a  change  would  add  to  noise  in  Hull. 
Second,  pilots  approaching  from  die  east  might  choose  to  use  more  obUque 
approach  angles  dian  diey  now  do,  in  the  hope  diat  they  would  diereby  reduce  the 
danger  of  overshooting  the  axis  of  the  Runway  33L  approach  path  and  straying  too 
close  to  airplanes  approaching  Runway  32.  This  would  have  die  effea  of  directing 
die  tracks  of  tiiese  airplanes  more  nearly  parallel  to  tiie  axis  of  die  Hull  Peninsula, 
keeping  die  airplanes  over  Hull  for  longer  times  and  distances,  and  causing  diem  to 
descend  to  lower  altitudes  during  dieir  overflights.  Noise  in  Hull  would  increase  as 
a  result. 

Neidier  of  diese  plausibly  foreseeable  eff'ects  is  addressed  by  die  Report. 
For  diis  reason  too,  die  Report  should  not  be  accepted  as  written.. 

SUMMARY  AND  CONCLUSION  OF  OBJECTION  5:  The  people  of  HuU  have 
not  been  adequately  notified  of  Massport's  plans  regarding  Runway  14/32,  nor  have 
diey  had  sufficient  opportunity  or  time  to  respond  to  die  Report.  A  document 
accompanying  die  Report  (RE:  Transmission  of  Draft  Environmental  Impaa 
Statement  and  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Report  ("Draft  EIS/EIR")  and  signed 
by  Betty  J.  Desrosiers  and  John  C.  SUva  states  on  its  second  page:  'The  document 
will  be  made  available  for  public  review  at  local  Ubraries  in  die  following  communi- 
ties: Boston,  Braintree,  Brookline,  Cambridge,  Chelsea,  Everett,  Hingham,  7 
HuU,  Melrose,  Milton,  Quincy,  Revere,  SomerviUe,  Swampscott,  Weymoudi,  and        ^ '  ^ • ' 
Windirop."  On  April  19,  1999  Ubrarians  at  die  HuU  PubUc  Library  said  tiiis'had 
not  yet  been  done  in  die  case  of  HuU.  For  diis  reason,  die  Report  should  not 
be  accepted  untU  die  people  of  HuU  have  had  adequate  notification,  time,  and 
opportunity  to  respond  to  die  Report. 
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...the  time  allowed  for  comment  was  too  short  to  permit 
much  of  what  I  would  have  liked  to  research... 2  weeks  is 
not  a  reasonable  time  to  develop  researched  rebuttal 
arguments  following  hearings.  The  difficulty  in  my  case 
was  compounded  by  the  fact  that  no  copy  of  the  EIR  was 
available  at  the  Hull  Public  Library,  apparently  because 
none  was  ever  provided  there  by  Massport. 


A  Boston  Globe  report  (March  2, 1 999),  based  on 
Massport's  projected  data,  shows  that  if  Massport's  new 
runway  is  approved,  approximately  82,540  airplanes  per 
year  will  fly  low  over  Pemberton  Point  in  Hull,  the  site  of 
Hull  High  School.  ...[Many]  of  these  airplanes  will  fly  within 
[1600  or]  1700  feet  of  the  High  School. ..[as] 
measured. ..from  the  school  to  the  airplanes...  Massport's 
Report  presents  tables  which. ..seem  to  assert  that  under 
such  conditions  noise  at  Hull  High  School  would  then  be 
equivalent  to  that  experienced  by  residents  of  a  "Small 
Town  Cul-de-Sac." 


\  The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement/Report... fails 

;  to  Study  noise  impact  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull... There  are 

I  compelling  reasons  to  believe  that  Hull  meets  the  criteria 

;  for  study  established  by  Massport  and  by  Federal 

I  regulations... [including:  noise  measurements  at  Hull  High 

\  School  that  consistently  exceed  60  dB  and  approach  60 

dB  in  noise  directly  attributable  to  specific  airport 

\  operations.  Obsen/ations  of  aircraft  indicate  many  low- 

i  altitude  over  flights,  and  near  over  flights,  which  are  not 

\  presented  in  the  report.  Noise  monitors  in  Hull  Village 

j  consistently  exceed  60  dB  with  no  contributing  factors 

I  except  Logan  Airport.  The  report  contains  no  noise 

measurements  for  Hull.] 


A  copy  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  will  be  available  at 
the  Hull  Public  Library. 


Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Alternative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8, 6.2-9,  6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  nearly  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
runway  would  help  to  improve. 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Preferred 
Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner  that  is 
more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Hull  is  affected 
by  the  use  of  Runway  33/32  arrivals.  The  total  number  of 
aircraft  arriving  to  the  northwest  does  increase  with 
construction  of  the  runway,  but  this  is  due  to  the  PRAS  goals 
more  than  any  other  factor.  Since  the  Runway  33  arrivals  that 
impact  Hull  approach  primarily  over  water,  and  since  Hull  is 
further  from  the  airport  than  those  communities  impacted  by 
arrivals  to  Runway  15L/R,  4L/R,  or  22L/R,  the  PRAS  goals 
call  for  42  percent  of  the  equivalent  anivals  to  operate  in  this 
direction.  Runway  33  arrivals  accounted  for  approximately  27 
percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  1998,  and  since 
Logan  Airport  has  a  limited  capacity  in  this  direction,  the 
northwest  configuration  has  been  underutilized  as  demand 
has  increased  over  the  years.  Construction  of  the  runway 
allows  better  achievement  of  the  agreed-upon  PRAS  goals, 
but  even  with  Runway  14/32,  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  the 
Runway  33/32  direction  never  reach  the  goal  of  42  percent 
under  any  fleet  scenario  or  alternative. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Altemative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8, 6.2-9,  6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  neariy  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
njnway  would  help  to  improve. 


Letter  279:  Stephen  Lathrop 

Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project  Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

279.4 

Noise 

Model 

Methods  used  by  Massport  to  develop  data  for  the  Report 
are  not  sufficiently  documented  [including:  representatives 
of  flight  tracks  that  are  presented  without  adequate  basis, 
representations  of  flight  tracks  over  the  beacon  on  Hull 
Peninsula,  Flight  paths  that  converge  over  Hull  Peninsula 
rather  than  over  Boston  Harbor,  flight  paths  with 
inexplicable  dog  leg  patterns,  omission  of  over-flights 
experienced  in  Hull,  and  failure  to  predict  obvious  noise 
effects].  This  makes  it  impossible  to  assess. ..[whether] 
the  data... accurately  represents  the  cases  they  are 
claimed  to  represent.... the  methods  used  by  Massport  to 
process  the  data  into  noise  models  are  [also]  largely 
undocumented.  The  Report  does  not  allow  a  reasonable 
person  to  assess  whether  the  resulting  noise  models 
accurately  reflect  the  data  inputs.  Some  data  presented  in 
the  Report  could  lead  to  a  conclusion  that  the  modeling 
software  used  by  Massport  lacks  the  sophistication. ..to 
model  accurately  the  complex  noise  situation  in  the 
vicinity  of  Hull. 

Refer  to  response  to  Comment  279.3. 

279.5 

Noise 

Impacts 

...representative  of  Massport  and  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  have  offered  the  prospect  that  future 
technological  improvements  would  facilitate  more  efficient 
noise  abatement  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull.  [For  instance,  using 
GPS  to  guide  incoming  flights  along  curved  flight  paths 
and  installation  of  guide  slope  and  locator  electronics  on 
Thompson  Island  to  assist  in  off-setting  approach  paths, 
by  more  than  1  mile  to  the  north.]  The  Report  does  not 
discuss  such  future  improvements  and  it  seems 
reasonable  to  believe  that  implementation  of  the 
Preferred  Alternative  would  complicate  or  preclude  their 
implementation. 

Use  of  GPS  in  both  arrival  and  departure  procedures  is 
beginning  to  be  utilized  but  is  still  a  relatively  new  technology 
When  it  does  come  into  wider  use  (both  as  instrumentation 
onboard  the  aircraft  as  well  as  in  published  procedures  used 
by  Air  Traffic  Control),  it  may  well  allow  more  versatile  routing 
of  traffic  north  of  Hull.  However,  it  is  not  a  part  of  this 
assessment. 

279.6 

Noise 

Runway  14/32 

It  seems  reasonable  to  suppose  that  construction  of 
Runway  14/32  would  alter  existing  pattems  of  aircraft 
operations... the  Report  asserts  that  jet  operations  in  the 
vicinity  of  Hull  will  continue  to  follow  the  tracks  they  have 
used  historically,  except  that  new  tracks  will  be  added  to 
the  west  of  the  present  inbound  approach  to  Runway  33L. 
[Based  on  FAA  tracking  data,  it  appears  that  the  new 
runway  configuration  would  result  in  different  approach 
paths,  increasing  approaches  from  the  east  and  affecting 
Hull  more.] 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Alternative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8,  6.2-9,  6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  nearly  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
runway  would  help  to  improve. 

1  279.7 

Environmental 

Review 

Process 

Public  Process 

The  people  of  Hull  have  not  been  adequately  notified  of 
Massport's  plans  regarding  Runway  14/32,  nor  have  they 
had  sufficient  opportunity  or  time  to  respond  to  the  Report. 
[The  report  was  not  made  available  to  the  Hull  Library.} 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  will  be  available  at  the  Hull 
Public  Library. 

Everyone  who  wrote  a  comment  letter  will  be  notified  of  the 
availability  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 

Letter  279:  Stephen  Lathrop 

Private  Citizens:  Hull 

LETTER  280  March  28,  1999 


Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley 

Secretary  of  Environmental  Affaire 

1 00  Cambridge  Street 

Boston,  MA  02205 


Dear  Mr.  Pugsley: 

we      ™,i„g  ,„  y„„  i.  ^  effon  ,„  p^ec     ,„a,i,y  „r„fe  i„  H-,,.  which  i.  being  .h^,e„ed  by  U,=  proposition 

ob„,,„,™„3yM.2a,Losa„Airpc„.Bep.opos=d™„waywou,d.o.*.,„„Me*epl,lZ 
P^esfly„,ove.H.,ove..e.i„,*e.e.^econs.„,pU^ 

o T         T  ^-er  Bo«„„       ai^ady  shouldering  *e  h  J„  of 

Masspon  and  fte  bus.ess  comn,„„i^.  We  are  all  gearing  np  for  a  flgh.  and  hope  ,o  have  your  suppor, 


Daniel  LlewelljiTi 
Jacqueline  Llewellyn 
1 1  James  Avenue 
Hull,  MA  02045 


to 
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Letter  280 

Daniel  and  Jacqueline  Llewellyn 

Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code 

280.1 


Topic  1 

Alternatives 


Topic  2 

Runway  14/32 


Comment 


Response 


...the  quality  of  life  in  Hull. ..is  being  threatened  by  the 
proposition  of  building  runway  14/32  at  Logan 
Airport.. .[which]  would  more  than  double  the  present 
number  of  planes  flying  over  Hull  overstressing  the  area. 
The  constant  plane  traffic  will  ruin  several  beautiful  and 
thriving  neighborhoods  in  Hull  along  with  other 
communities  in  the  greater  Boston  area  already 
shouldering  the  burden  of  constant  noise  and  pollution 
caused  by  heavy  air  traffic. 


The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Preferred 
Altemative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner  that  is 
more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Hull  is  affected 
by  the  use  of  Runway  33/32  arrivals.  The  total  number  of 
aircraft  arriving  to  the  northwest  does  increase  with 
construction  of  the  mnway,  but  this  is  due  to  the  PRAS  goals 
more  than  any  other  factor.  Since  the  Runway  33  arrivals  that 
impact  Hull  approach  primarily  over  water,  and  since  Hull  is 
further  from  the  airport  than  those  communities  impacted  by 
arrivals  to  Runway  15L/R,  4^,  or22L/R,  the  PRAS  goals 
call  for  42  percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  to  operate  in  this 
direction.  Runway  33  arrivals  accounted  for  approximately  27 
percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  1998,  and  since 
Logan  Airport  has  a  limited  capacity  in  this  direction,  the 
northwest  configuration  has  been  underutilized  as  demand 
has  increased  over  the  years.  Construction  of  the  runway 
allows  better  achievement  of  the  agreed-upon  PRAS  goals, 
but  even  with  Runway  14/32,  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  the 
Runway  33/32  direction  never  reach  the  goal  of  42  percent 
under  any  fleet  scenario  or  alternative. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Altemative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8,  6.2-9,  6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  neariy  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
runway  would  help  to  improve. 


Letter  280:  Daniel  and  Jacqueline  Llewellyn 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


LETTER  281 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 
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Letter  281 
Dr.  Jo  Loughnane 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code     Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

281.1    ;  Regional 

Regional 

i  1  am  opposed  to  the  proposed  runway  14/32  at  Logan.  1 

;  Comment  noted. 

i  Transportation 

Airports 

1  endorse  the  Worcester  plan. 

Letter  281 :  Dr.  Jo  Loughnane 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


LETTER  282 


April  19,  1999 


To  Whom  It  May  Concem: 

I  am  a  resident  of  8  HarborView  Road  Hull,  Ma.  I  am  writing  to  inform  you  of 
disapproval  of  runway  14/32 

I  have  lived  at  this  address  for  3    years  and  I  still  wake  up  every  night  because  a  jet  has 
flown  too  low  and  the  noise  is  very  loud.  I  have  called  numerous  times  to  Massport 
Noise  Abatement,  however  I  feel  that  my  complaints  means  nothing.  How  will  I  live 
with  additional  Noise  Pollution!! 

At  times  we  lie  in  bed  and  the  lights  from  the  jets  actually  shines  in  my  children's  and  my 
own  eyes.  ^ 

Hopeflilly  the  new  runway  will  receive  enough  negativity  to  stop  the  once  quiet  and 
remote  town  of  Hull. 


Sincerely^ 


8  HarborView  Road 
Hull,  Ma  02045 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  282 
Jeannette  MacDonald 
Private  Citizens:  HuW 


Code     Topic  1 


282.1  Alternatives 


Topic  2 

Runway  14/32 


Comment 


Response 


Disapproval  of  Runway  14/32  and  concerns  about 
additional  noise  and  bright  lights  from  airplanes. 


The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Preferred 
Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner  that  is 
more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Hull  is  affected 
by  the  use  of  Runway  33/32  arrivals.  The  total  number  of 
aircraft  arriving  to  the  northwest  does  increase  with 
construction  of  the  runway,  but  this  is  due  to  the  PRAS  goals 
more  than  any  other  factor.  Since  the  Runway  33  arrivals  that 
impact  Hull  approach  primarily  over  water,  and  since  Hull  is 
further  from  the  airport  than  those  communities  impacted  by 
arrivals  to  Runway  1 5L/R,  4L'R,  or  22L/R,  the  PRAS  goals 
call  for  42  percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  to  operate  in  this 
direction.  Runway  33  arrivals  accounted  for  approximately  27 
percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  1 998,  and  since 
Logan  Airport  has  a  limited  capacity  in  this  direction,  the 
northwest  configuration  has  been  underutilized  as  demand 
has  increased  over  the  years.  Construction  of  the  runway 
allows  better  achievement  of  the  agreed-upon  PRAS  goals, 
but  even  with  Runway  14/32,  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  the 
Runway  33/32  direction  never  reach  the  goal  of  42  percent 
under  any  fleet  scenario  or  altemative. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Altemative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8,  6.2-9, 6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  neariy  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
runway  would  help  to  improve. 


Letter  282;  Jeannette  MacDonald 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


LETTER283 


4 

:i^<^-._fDa._9u«^sky_^.__   . 

so\^  <^^fc  c^^s^vl  ViuioV 

tJ^.\k  -iW  ..^ooUlrN^  -^ourxcris  _o^AAn^  (jEPv  f^n^i 
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Letter  283 
James  McCaffery 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


283.1 


Noise 


Impacts  ;  Opposes  Runway  14/32  because  of  noise,  low  flying 

planes. 


The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Preferred 
Altemative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner  that  is 
more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Hull  is  affected 
by  the  use  of  Runway  33/32  arrivals.  The  total  number  of 
aircraft  arriving  to  the  northwest  does  increase  with 
construction  of  the  runway,  but  this  is  due  to  the  PRAS  goals 
more  than  any  other  factor.  Since  the  Runway  33  arrivals  that 
impact  Hull  approach  primarily  over  water,  and  since  Hull  is 
further  from  the  airport  than  those  communities  impacted  by 
arrivals  to  Runway  ISL/R,  41j'R,  or22Lj'R,  the  PRAS  goals 
call  for  42  percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  to  operate  in  this 
direction.  Runway  33  arrivals  accounted  for  approximately  27 
percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  1 998,  and  since 
Logan  Airport  has  a  limited  capacity  in  this  direction,  the 
northwest  configuration  has  been  underutilized  as  demand 
has  increased  over  the  years.  Construction  of  the  runway 
allows  better  achievement  of  the  agreed-upon  PRAS  goals, 
but  even  with  Runway  14/32,  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  the 
Runway  33/32  direction  never  reach  the  goal  of  42  percent 
under  any  fleet  scenario  or  alternative. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Altemative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8,  6.2-9,  6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  neariy  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
runway  would  help  to  improve. 


Letter  283:  James  McCaffery 

Private  Citizens:  Hull 


I 


LETTER  284 


Kimberly  Iris  Mills 
8  Beacon  Road 
Hull,  Massachusetts  02045 


April  17, 1999 


Secretan-  of  Environmental  A ffairs 
Attention:  MEPA  Office 
Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley-EOEA  No.  10458 
1 00  Cambridge  Street  20"^  Floor 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02205 

Dear  Mr.  Pugsley: 

hr  nWri;^^  1.         ^  ^  hcheve  this  would  lesson  the  quality  of  life  in  Hull 

by  adding  noise  poUution.  Hull  already  has  at  least  70  nan  f\  r^.        ■  , 
DoUutic^n  TJ,^  rvr^,.^ .  A  .  '"^  "^8"*^  causuig  noisc  and  air 

I, JO  propobca  runway  would  add  50,000 

quaht)-  of  life  suffer,  but  our  propert\' 


Akeady  in  Hull  the  schools 
pattern  that  flies  almost  direcdy  ove 
High  there  were  numerous  times  thi 
would  direct  flights  direcdy  over  thrt 
neidier  is  the  new  proposed  runway. 


A 


lappens  not  only  would  our 
'1. 

"ion.  There  is  a  flight 
in  attendance  at  Hull 
.  The  additional  runway 
not  acceptable  and 


r  luU  bcci' "wc  Zf'T"'  "'""""■O-  ""'i '  fcel  tha,  the  state  ,s  targefng 


Sincerely,  » 


2! 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  284 
Kimberly  Iris  Millis 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

284.1 

Noise 

Impacts 

1  am  for  ttie  expansion  of  Logan  airport... fiowever,  tfie 
effect  of  tfie  mnway  to  my  neigliborfiood  in  Hull  migfit 
negate  any  benefit. ..planes  [flying]  directly  over  tfie  length 
of  Hull.  1  believe  this  would  lessen  the  quality  of  life... by 
adding  noise  pollution. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Prefen-ed 
Alternative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8, 6.2-9, 6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
ouppicmentai  utics/rtin.  i  nese  leveis  are  neany  qd 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
runway  would  help  to  improve. 

284.2 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

Hull  already  has  at  least  70,000  flights  causing  noise  and 
air  pollution.  The  proposed  runway  would  add  50,000 
more.... 

Refer  to  response  to  Comment  284.1. 

284.3 

Environmental 
Justice 

Impacts 

1  feel  that  the  state  is  targeting  Hull  because  we  are  in  a 
lower  social  economic  class  than  other  towns. 

Refer  to  Section  6.8  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a 
discussion  of  the  Environmental  Justice  analysis.  Low-income 
and  minority  populations  were  defined  in  accordance  with 
Federal  Executive  Order  12898,  the  U.S.  DOT  Final  Order, 
and  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality's  guidance  on 
environmental  justice.  In  addition,  the  analysis  of 
low-income  populations  was  expanded  to  include  households 
at  150  percent  of  poverty  level.  This  analysis  found  that  there 
is  no  high  and  adverse  disproportionate  impact  to  low-income 
and  minority  populations  caused  by  the  Preferred  Alternative. 

Letter  284:  Kimberly  Iris  Millis 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


LETTER  285 


WILLIAM  M.  REDO 

Post  Office  Box  877  -  Allerton  Station 
Hull,  Massachusetts  02045-0877 
E-Mail:  billjan@mediaone.net 

(781)925-0236 

April  14,  1999 


Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention:  MEPA  Office 
Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley  -  EOEA  No.  10458 
100  Cambridge  Street  -  20th  Floor 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02205 

Gentlemen: 

I  write  in  opposition  to  the  construction  of  Runway  14/32  at  Logan  Airport. 

The  proposed  expansion  of  Logan  follows  from  the  conclusion  that  the  Boston  metropolitan  area 
needs  more  space  for  mcreased  air  traffic.  I  have  no  basis  for  doubting  the  assump  i^rHoteveT 
I  thmk  1  makes  no  sense  to  burden  the  people  who  live  in  existing  fli^t  corridors  with  more  noTse 
and  pollution.  Instead,  why  not  do  what  other  cities  faced  with  slmi^  concerns  hTvedTe? 

New  York  has  three  major  airports.  Houston  has  three  (note  that  Houston  has  taken  advantage  of 
^e  c  osed  mihtary  anport  at  Ellington  Field  south  of  the  city).  Dallas  has  two  (note  thit  DF  W  is 
^don^  "^^^^^  Washington-Baltimor  boas^iLee  So 

Worct  JA  Or  use  Hanscom.  Or  why  n^t  m^e 

Worcester  Airport  an  alternative  destination  by  buildmg  an  access  route  to  it  from  the  mZ  ? 

Runway  14/32;s  flight  path  will  put  aircraft  directly  over  the  Hull  peninsula  thereby  exacerbating  the 
already  pervasive  noise  which  makes  mutine  convet^tion  outdoo^ (and  sometS.es  i^oo™ 
impossible.  I  believe  we  Hullonians  suffer  enough  in  support  of  Logan  Airport^  i  fso^  "  sha^^. 
n:.  ZZ  "'"^^     ^  ^^^^^^  region  or  Wd  ^ 

Please  don't  build  Runway  14/32  and  degrade  my  life.  Thank  you. 
Sincerely, 

William  M.  Reid 


l: 


c 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  285 
William  M.  Reid 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


285.1 


Regional  Regional 
Transportation  Airports 


...why  don't  we  build  a  new  regional  airport  lil<e  Denver? 
Or  use  Hanscom.  Or  why  not  make  Worcester  Airport  an 
alternative  destination  by  building  an  access  route  to  it 
from  the  Mass  Pike? 


Response 

Because  the  development  of  a  second  major  airport  would 
require  ten  to  15  years  for  site  selection  and  environmental 
review,  in  addition  to  a  multi-year  construction  period,  this 
option  is  not  viewed  as  a  solution  to  accommodating  forecast 
demand  over  the  next  20  years.  Hanscom  Field's  potential 
service  area  overlaps  with  the  service  areas  for 
several  airports  that  already  have  the  necessary 
infrastmcture  for  commercial  service.  These  airports  are  the 
Hanscom  Field,  T.F.  Green/Providence,  and  Worcester 
Regional,  all  which  have  had  or  are  undergoing  major 
improvements  to  their  temiinal  buildings,  other  landside 
facilities  and  airfields. 

The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR,  specifically  considered  the  role  of  Hanscom  Field 
in  the  analysis  of  regional  alternatives.  Hanscom  Field,  which 
serves  as  a  general  aviation  reliever  airport  to  Logan  Airport, 
already  accommodates  a  significant  number  of  aircraft 
operations  (183,000  operations  in  1998).  The  Hanscom  Field 
activity  includes  private,  business,  charter,  and  air  taxi 
operations  that  might  othenA/ise  use  Logan  Airport.  Since  the 
Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  was  filed,  Shuttle  America,  a 
newly  founded  airline,  began  commercial  scheduled 
operations  at  Hanscom  Field,  offering  limited  turboprop 
services  to  short-haul  regional  markets  -  Trenton,  Buffalo, 
Hartford  (discontinued),  Wilmington,  Delaware  (discontinued), 
and  Greensboro.  Shuttle  America  is  also  conducting 
operations  between  Hanscom  and 
New  York  LaGuardia  Airport.  While  Massport  supports 
commercial  sen/ice  at  Hanscom  Field  consistent  with  its 
established  limits  (60  seat  regulation),  Massport  believes  that 
Hanscom  Field  will  maintain  its  role  as  a  major  general 
aviation  reliever,  and  that  its  geographic  proximity  to  Logan, 
Worcester  Regional  and  Manchester  airports  will  prevent  its 
development  as  a  significant  commercial  airport.  Additionally, 
commuter  airlines  serving  Logan  Airport  are  unlikely  to  move 
a  significant  number  of  flights  from  Logan  Airport  to 
Hanscom  Field,  since  approximately  50  percent  of 
passengers  on  Logan  Airport's  commuter  flights  connect  to 
other  Logan  Airport  flights  and  a  significant  number  of 
passengers  are  travelling  to  Boston.  However,  any  new 
commercial  sen/ice  initiatives  proposed  for  Hanscom  Field 
shall  be  reviewed  for  consistency  with  the  Hanscom  GEIR 
(HGEIR)  and  its  Annual  Updates,  and  shall  be  considered  by 
the  Hanscom  Area  Town  Selectmen  (HATS).  Refer  to 
Section  2.6  of  the  Supplemental  DElS/FElR  for  a  discussion 
of  Hanscom  Field. 

Massport  supports  improved  access  to  the  Worcester 
Regional  Airport.  Refer  to  Chapter  2  of  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  for  the  status  of  the  Worcester  Access  Road 
project. 


Letter  285:  William  1^.  Reid 

Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Comment 


Runway  14/32's  flight  path  will... [exacerbate]  already 
pervasive  noise. 


Response 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Preferred 
Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner  that  is 
more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Hull  is  affected 
by  the  use  of  Runway  33/32  arrivals.  The  total  number  of 
aircraft  arriving  to  the  northwest  does  increase  with 
construction  of  the  runway,  but  this  is  due  to  the  PRAS  goals 
more  than  any  other  factor.  Since  the  Runway  33  arrivals  that 
impact  Hull  approach  primarily  over  water,  and  since  Hull  is 
further  from  the  airport  than  those  communities  impacted  by 
arrivals  to  Runway  15L/R,  4L/R,  or  22L/R,  the  PRAS  goals 
call  for  42  percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  to  operate  in  this 
direction.  Runway  33  arrivals  accounted  for  approximately  27 
percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  1998,  and  since 
Logan  Airport  has  a  limited  capacity  in  this  direction,  the 
northwest  configuration  has  been  underutilized  as  demand 
has  increased  over  the  years.  Construction  of  the  runway 
allows  better  achievement  of  the  agreed-upon  PRAS  goals, 
but  even  with  Runway  14/32,  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  the 
Runway  33/32  direction  never  reach  the  goal  of  42  percent 
under  any  fleet  scenario  or  alternative. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Alternative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8,  6.2-9, 6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  neariy  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
ainway  would  help  to  improve. 
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Letter  285:  William  M.  Reid 

Private  Citizens:  Hull 


LETTER  286 

iSosW  AAA  OSZoS" 

Al^3s^a.+  cl^,^>.s        do^,         \,^^  ^^^^^^ 


u..  oUe.  .  ^^^^^ 


-K-U.4.e5,  t-i^,^-  W..ihv,^.  ^  ^^-^^^  ^  ^^^j^  ^^J^  ' 

^  otu^...p^,  -n,,^.,      ^  ^.<^^.x  ^  286. 

X  k.^  ^        ^.^  ^^^^^^ 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  286 
Robert  Ridolfi 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code     Topic  1 


286.1    \  Alternatives 


Topic  2 

Runway  14/32 


286.2 


286.3 


Comment 

I  am  writing  in  opposition  of  runway  14/32. 1  do  not  mind 
planes  flying  overliead— up  higli...But  they  are  getting 
lower... Massport  claims  it  does  not  have  control  over 
planes  that  veer  off  flight  paths  or  fly  too  low,  therefore, 
the  thought  of  more  planes  over  Hull  That  no  one  seems 
to  be  able  to  control  is  very  upsetting. 


Air  Quality  NAAQS 


Ground  Access  to 

Transportation  Logan 


...the  high  percentage  of  VOC  -  Volatile  Organic 
Compounds...  already  surpass  state  one-hour  standards 
at  times. 

The  traffic  impact  is  already  sending  many  travelers  to 
Green  even  though  we  have  some  good  options  with  the 
water  transit. 


Response 

The  goals  of  the  Airside  Project  are  to  reduce  delay,  increase 
the  airport's  efficiency,  and  improve  airfield  safety  in  an 
environmentally  responsible  manner.  The  construction  of 
unidirectional  Runway  14/32  would  prevent  the  significant 
drop  in  airfield  capacity  that  now  occurs  during 
northwest  wind  conditions.  The  runway  would  not  increase 
Logan  Airport's  nonnal  operating  capacity  of 
approximately  120  operations  per  hour  which  is  available 
nearly  80  percent  of  the  year,  but  rather  would  allow  this 
capacity  to  be  maintained  more  consistently. 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Preferred 
Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner  that  is 
more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Hull  is  affected 
by  the  use  of  Runway  33/32  arrivals.  The  total  number  of 
aircraft  arriving  to  the  northwest  does  increase  with 
construction  of  the  runway,  but  this  is  due  to  the  PRAS  goals 
more  than  any  other  factor.  Since  the  Runway  33  arrivals  that 
impact  Hull  approach  primarily  over  water,  and  since  Hull  is 
further  from  the  airport  than  those  communities  impacted  by 
arrivals  to  Runway  15L/R,  4L/R,  or  22L/R,  the  PRAS  goals 
call  for  42  percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  to  operate  in  this 
direction.  Runway  33  arrivals  accounted  for  approximately  27 
percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  1998,  and  since 
Logan  Airport  has  a  limited  capacity  in  this  direction,  the 
northwest  configuration  has  been  undemtilized  as  demand 
has  increased  over  the  years.  Construction  of  the  ainway 
allows  better  achievement  of  the  agreed-upon  PRAS  goals, 
but  even  with  Runway  14/32,  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  the 
Runway  33/32  direction  never  reacti  the  goal  of  42  percent 
under  any  fleet  scenario  or  alternative. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Alternative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8,  6.2-9, 6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  neariy  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
runway  would  help  to  improve. 

There  is  no  state  or  federal  standard  for  VOCs  for  any 
averaging  time. 

Comment  noted. 


Letter  286:  Robert  Ridolfi 

Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Code 

286.4 


Topic  1 

Regional 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Regional 
Transportation  Airports 


...why  not  use  other  airports  for  [smaller  aircraft]? 


286.5   !  Alternatives 


286.6 


Other  Non- 
Construction 
Alternatives 


...but  I  know  there  is  a  "beacon"  at  the  Coast  Guard 
Station  in  Hull.  It  used  to  be  at  Castle  Island...  even 
moving  that  to  Peddocks  could  help  alleviate  part  of  the 
problem. 


Altematives 


Runway  14/32 


286.7    :  Altematives 


Massport...has  problems  with  terminal  space,  ticketing, 
baggage  handling... there  has  to  be  a  limit  to  how  many 
passengers  and  planes  Logan  can  handle.  They  should 
concentrate  on  how  to  provide  quality  sen/ices  instead  of 
building  another  mnway  which  they  call  a  short-tem 
remedy. 


Peak  Period  ;  [Massport]  should  be  planning  how  to  decrease  air  traffic 
Pricing  i  that  they  cannot  handle,  with  peak  pricing  and  routing  to 

other  airports. 


Response 

There  are  two  categories  of  small  plane  activity  at 
Logan  Airport.  One  category  is  general  aviation  activity  whid 
consists  of  private,  business,  and  air-taxi  operations. 
Hanscom  Field  effectively  serves  as  a  general  aviation 
reliever  airport  to  Logan  Airport,  accommodating 
183,000  general  aviation  operations  compared  to 
32,000  general  aviation  operations  at  Logan  Airport.  The 
second  category  consists  of  scheduled  commercial 
operations  by  regional  airiines  with  non-jet,  commuter  aircraft 
In  1998,  there  were  over  200,000  regional  airline  commuter 
operations  at  Logan  Airport.  However,  Massport  plays  no  role 
in  the  decisions  of  these  private  airlines  and  is  prohibited  by 
federal  statutes  to  regulate  the  air  sen/ice  routes  or  service 
levels  of  the  airiines.  Regional  airiines  are  unlikely  to  move  a 
significant  number  of  these  flights  to  other  airports,  since 
these  airiines  are  either  owned  by  larger  airiines  or  have 
marketing  agreements  with  the  larger  airiines  which  allow 
regional  airiine  passengers  traveling  to  Logan  Airport  to 
connect  to  flights  operated  by  the  larger  airiines. 
Approximately  50  percent  of  passengers  on  regional  airiine 
flights  connect  to  other  flights  at  Logan  Airport. 


Unable  to  discern  the  commentors  concern. 


The  Airside  analysis  evaluates  delays  related  to  inefficiencies 
of  the  airfield  and  does  not  include  delays  related  to  aircraft 
waiting  to  access  gates  or  outmoded  terminals  and  terminal 
facilities.  Massport  and  individual  airiines  are  currently 
undertaking  redevelopment  of  the  landside  portion  of  the 
airport  (i.e.,  terminals,  roadways,  etc.).  These  projects  are 
also  required  to  undergo  environmental  review.  For 
Temiinal  A,  Delta  Air  Lines  received  environmental  approval 
for  its  proposed  temninal  replacement  project  in  late  1999. 
Logan  Airport's  1999  ESPR  (formeriy  GEIR)  reports  on 
cumulative  impacts  of  Logan  Airport's  landside  and  airside 
operations. 

The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  contain  an  analysis  of  PPP  as  a 
demand  management  alternative  at  Logan  Airport.  The 
analysis  indicates  that  PPP  is  an  effective  option  when 
airiines  schedule  beyond  the  normal  hourly  operating 
capacity  of  the  airport,  and  provides  an  assessment  of  the 
extent  of  benefits  fomn  PPP  under  such  circumstances. 
Additional  analysis  of  PPP  is  set  out  in  Section  4.5  of  this 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 

Massport  advocates  increased  use  of  the  regional  airports 
and  high-speed  rail  sen/ices,  in  addition  to  construction  of 
Runway  14/32  and  the  other  airside  improvement  projects  at 
Logan  Airport,  as  a  comprehensive  plan  for  ensuring  an 
efficient  and  balanced  regional  transportation  system.  As  the 
analysis  in  Chapter  2  of  this  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
indicates,  these  off-airport  alternatives  are  expected  to 
reduce  aircraft  traffic  growth  pressures  at  Logan  Airport,  but 
they  will  not  eliminate  airside  delays  at  Logan  Airport  that 
occur  because  of  a  third  operating  mnway  during  periods  of 
northwest  winds.  The  Preferred  Alternative,  which  specifically 
addresses  this  deficiency,  is  necessary  and  provides  clear 
benefits  at  current  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will 
only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at  the 
regional  airports  and  high-speed  rail  to  New  Yort<  act  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at  Logan  Airport. 


Letter  286: 


Robert  Ridolfi 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 
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287.2 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  287 
J.D.  Russell 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code     Topid  Topic  2  Comment 

Noise  ;  Impacts         ;  We  are  opposed  to  tlie  runway  expansion  at  Logan 

Airport.  There  are  too  many  flights  now  without  adding 
more.The  noise  level  will  be  unbearable. 


Response 


287.1 


287.2 


Regional  Regional 
Transportation  Airports 


It's  time  to  find  an  alternative  site  for  additional  flights. 


The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Prefen-ed 
Altemative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner  that  is 
more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Hull  is  affected 
by  the  use  of  Runway  33/32  arrivals.  The  total  number  of 
aircraft  arriving  to  the  northwest  does  increase  with 
construction  of  the  runway,  but  this  is  due  to  the  PRAS  goals 
more  than  any  other  factor.  Since  the  Runway  33  arrivals  that 
impact  Hull  approach  primarily  over  water,  and  since  Hull  is 
further  from  the  airport  than  those  communities  impacted  by 
arrivals  to  Runway  15L/R,  4L/R,  or  22L7R,  the  PRAS  goals 
call  for  42  percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  to  operate  in  this 
direction.  Runway  33  arrivals  accounted  for  approximately  27 
percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  1998,  and  since 
Logan  Airport  has  a  limited  capacity  in  this  direction,  the 
northwest  configuration  has  been  underutilized  as  demand 
has  increased  over  the  years.  Construction  of  the  runway 
allows  better  achievement  of  the  agreed-upon  PRAS  goals, 
but  even  with  Runway  14/32,  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  the 
Runway  33/32  direction  never  reach  the  goal  of  42  percent 
under  any  fleet  scenario  or  alternative. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Alternative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8,  6.2-9,  6.2-22  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  neariy  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
runway  would  help  to  improve. 


A  second  major  airport  is  not  a  solution  to  the  current  delay 
and  congestion  problems  at  Logan  Airport.  The  Proposed 
Project  to  reduce  delay  and  enhance  safety  at  Logan  Airport 
must  be  implemented  in  the  near  term  to  address  current  and 
future  operating  conditions. 


Letter 287:  J.D.Russell 

Private  Citizens:  Hull 


LETTER  288 


7  Christine  Rd. 
Hull,  MA  02045 
April  9,  1999 


Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
ATT:  MEPA  Office 
Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley-EOEA  No.  10458 
1 00  Cambridge  Street  20*  Floor 
Boston,  MA  02205 

Dear  Sir: 

The  townspeople  of  HuU,  especially  those  at  the  northern  tip  of  HuU,  have  been    ^nn  4 
bombarded  with  the  sound  of  departing  and  arriving  aircraft  for  more  than  30        00. 1 
years.  No  amount  of  calls  to  the  Massport  complaint  line  has  ever  made  any  kind 
of  difference  or  change. 

I  feel  that  no  matter  how  many  letters  you  receive  in  protest  of  Runway  14/32, 
Massport  will  do  whatever  it  feels  like  doing-but  I  am  protesting  and  I  am 
opposed  to  the  expansion  and  building  of  Runway  14/32. 


Cordially, 


Co 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 

_______ — . — _  _„ —  — 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  288 
Ann  M.  Rogers 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code 

288.1 


Topic  1 

Alternatives 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


The  townspeople  of  Hull,  especially  those  at  the  northern 
tip  of  Hull,  have  been  bombarded  with  the  sound  of 
departing  and  arriving  aircraft  for  more  than  30  years...! 
am  protesting  and  I  am  opposed  to  the  expansion  and 
building  of  Runway  14/32. 


The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Preferred 
Altennative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner  that  is 
more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Hull  is  affected 
by  the  use  of  Runway  33/32  arrivals.  The  total  number  of 
aircraft  arriving  to  the  northwest  does  increase  with 
construction  of  the  runway,  but  this  is  due  to  the  PRAS  goals 
more  than  any  other  factor.  Since  the  Runway  33  arrivals  that 
impact  Hull  approach  primarily  over  water,  and  since  Hull  is 
further  from  the  airport  than  those  communities  impacted  by 
arrivals  to  Runway  15L/R,  4L/R,  or  22L/R,  the  PRAS  goals 
call  for  42  percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  to  operate  in  this 
direction.  Runway  33  arrivals  accounted  for  approximately  27 
percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  1998,  and  since 
Logan  Airport  has  a  limited  capacity  in  this  direction,  the 
northwest  configuration  has  been  underutilized  as  demand 
has  increased  over  the  years.  Construction  of  the  runway 
allows  better  achievement  of  the  agreed-upon  PRAS  goals, 
but  even  with  Runway  14/32,  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  the 
Runway  33/32  direction  never  reach  the  goal  of  42  percent 
under  any  fleet  scenario  or  alternative. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Altemative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8,  6.2-9, 6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  nearty  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
runway  would  help  to  improve. 


Letter  288:  Ann  M.  Rogers 

Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Us,  J.  Scannell  [ETTER  289 

24  Channel  Street 
Hull,  MA  02045 


Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention:  MEPA  Office 
Mr .  Arthur  Pugsley  -  EOEA  No.  10458 
100  Cambridge  Street  20'*'  floor 
Boston,  MA  02205 

Re:  OPPOSED  to  Runway  14/32 

Dear  Mr.  Pugsley: 


April  20,  1999 


As  a  resident  of  Hull  I  alrearh™  1°  f              '"'^      "f^ogan  Airport. 

can  be  a  nightmareeven  S'th.  ^     ,      ,  S''"""''-  G"'i"8  to  and  from  Logan 

on  the  Expfesswiy     s  blked  urh'Tn  '"'T''  "^'^^  '^^POtation.  Traffif 

This  has  a  negative  h^oacron  fh^"^  .      ,  T"'     "^'^         '»  8«  'o  'he  airport, 

the  "lost  produc  ivltv^'of  li?!^^^^^^  '  """'^     '"'^^"'^^  «°  "-^P^re 

Logan  such  as  Worcester  and,  poss^  Htnslr  """"  '° 

p"=olt;S::t:d-^^^^^ 


Sincerely, 


visa  J.  Scannell 


Ci 

2! 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  289 
Lisa  J.  Scannell 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code     Topic  1 


289.1    i  Alternatives 


Topic  2 

Runway  14/32 


Comment 


Response 


I  am  writing  to  express  my  strong  opposition  to  Massport's 
proposed  new  runway,  14/32. ..the  new  runway  will  allow 
more  flights  into  and  out  of  Logan  Airport... I  already  have 
too  many  airplanes  flying  over  my  house,  beginning  at 
4:54  a.m.  each  day. 


289.2      Ground  Access  to 

Transportation  Logan 


...I  have  other  resen/ations  regarding  any  efforts  to 
increase  capacity  at  Logan.  One  is  the  traffic  on  the 
ground.  Getting  to  and  from  Logan  can  be  a  nightmare 
even  with  the  new  tunnel  and  increased  water 
transportation. 


289.3 


Ground  Access  to 

Transportation  Logan 


...[Traffic  to  Logan]  has  a  negative  impact  on  the  air 
quality  in  Boston. 


The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Preferred 
Altemative  would  promote  mnway  use  in  a  manner  that  is 
more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Hull  is  affected 
by  the  use  of  Runway  33/32  arrivals.  The  total  number  of 
aircraft  arriving  to  the  northwest  does  increase  with 
construction  of  the  runway,  but  this  is  due  to  the  PRAS  goals 
more  than  any  other  factor.  Since  the  Runway  33  arrivals  that 
impact  Hull  approach  primarily  over  water,  and  since  Hull  is 
further  from  the  airport  than  those  communities  impacted  by 
arrivals  to  Runway  ISLVR,  4L/R,  or  22LyR,  the  PRAS  goals 
call  for  42  percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  to  operate  in  this 
direction.  Runway  33  arrivals  accounted  for  approximately  27 
percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  1998,  and  since 
Logan  Airport  has  a  limited  capacity  in  this  direction,  the 
northwest  configuration  has  been  underutilized  as  demand 
has  increased  over  the  years.  Construction  of  the  runway 
allows  better  achievement  of  the  agreed-upon  PRAS  goals, 
but  even  with  Runway  14/32,  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  the 
Runway  33/32  direction  never  reach  the  goal  of  42  percent 
under  any  fleet  scenario  or  altemative. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Altemative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8,  6.2-9, 6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  nearly  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
runway  would  help  to  improve. 


The  Preferred  Alternative,  and  specifically  unidirectional 
Runway  14/32,  would  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal 
airfield  capacity  of  approximately  120  operations  per  hour. 
This  capacity  is  available  at  Logan  Airport  approximately 
80  percent  of  the  time.  Runway  14/32  would  allow 
Logan  Airport  to  maintain  this  capacity  during  periods  of 
strong  northwest  winds  that  now  require  controllers  to  operate 
on  only  one  or  two  runways,  compared  to  the  typical 
three-runway  configurations  used  at  Logan  Airport.  The 
mnway  will  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal  operating 
capacity,  nor  will  it  encourage  or  induce  an  increase  in  aircraft 
operations. 

Refer  to  response  to  Comment  289.2. 


Letter  289:  Lisa  J.  Scannell 

Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Code    Topic  1 

289.4   i  Alternatives 


Topic  2  Comment 

Runway  14/32  \  As  a  frequent  user  of  Logan  Airport,  I  applaud  efforts  to 
make  the  operation  more  efficient.. .increased  air  traffic 
will  mean  longer  waits  at  ticket  counters,  baggage 
carrousels  and  taxi  lines. 


289.5   ;  Regional  Regional 
\  Transportation  Airports 


Response  I 

The  Preferred  Altemative,  and  specifically  unidirectional 
Runway  14/32,  would  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal 
airfield  capacity  of  approximately  120  operations  per  hour. 
This  capacity  is  available  at  Logan  Airport  approximately 
80  percent  of  the  time.  Runway  14/32  would  allow 
Logan  Airport  to  maintain  this  capacity  during  periods  of 
strong  northwest  winds  that  now  require  controllers  to  operate 
on  only  one  or  two  runways,  compared  to  the  typical 
three-runway  configurations  used  at  Logan  Airport.  The 
mnway  will  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  nonnal  operating 
capacity,  nor  will  it  encourage  or  induce  an  increase  in  aircraft 
operations. 


I  would  rather  see  Massport  continue  to  pursue 
alternatives  to  Logan  such  as  Worcester  and,  possibly, 
Hanscom. 


Chapter  2  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  provides  a 
discussion  of  the  specific  role  played  by  the  regional 
transportation  alternatives  and  steps  that  Massport  has  taken 
to  foster  use  of  these  alternatives.  Massport  has  long 
recognized  and  has  been  a  proponent  of  options  to 
Logan  Airport.  Together  with  the  regional  airports,  Massport 
has  implemented  a  regional  strategy  to  enhance  the  use  of 
options  to  Logan  Airport.  In  the  Draft  EIS/EIR,  Massport 
identified  up  to  7.3  million  annual  passengers  that  could  be 
absort)ed  by  regional  altematives  that  include  use  of 
T.F.  Green/Providence,  Manchester  and  Worcester  Regional 
airports,  as  well  as  the  new  high-speed  rail  to  New  York.  In 
the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR,  Massport  recognizes  that 
these  developments  will  slow  Logan  Airport's  passenger 
traffic  growth.  Logan  Airport  may  not  achieve  the  37.5  million 
passenger  forecasts  until  after  2010,  but  rather  closer  to 
2015,  and  the  45  million  passenger  forecasts  may  not  be 
achieved  until  after  2020.  While  regional  alternatives  can  play 
an  important  role  in  reducing  the  rate  of  future  traffic  growth 
at  Logan  Airport,  they  do  not  address  Logan  Airport's  inability 
to  efficiently  accommodate  current  levels  of  demand  during 
northwest  wind  conditions.  Runway  14/32,  which  is  designed 
to  correct  the  problem  with  Logan  Airport's  layout,  is 
necessary  to  correct  this  deficiency  and  provides  clear 
benefits  at  current  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will 
only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at  the 
regional  airports  act  to  reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at 
Logan  Airport. 


Letter  289:  Lisa  J.  Scannell 

Private  Citizens:  Hull 


LETTER  290 


Arthur  Puglsey 

Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
100  Cambridge  Street ,  20^*"  Floor 
Boston,  MA  02205 

21  April  1999 


Franklyn  and  Barbara  Schafer 
28  Standish  Avenue 
P.O.  Box  502 
Hull,  MA  02045 


Dear  Mr.  Pugsley: 

We  wish  to  register  our  opposition  to  proposed  runway  14/32. 

The  noise  level  over  our  home,  at  this  time,  is  akeady  unbearable  We  do 
not  want  it  to  be  mcreased. 

We  seriously  question  the  validity  of  an  additional  runway  and  feel  the 
present  advertismg  campaign  being  circulated,  by  those  in  favor,  is  very 
misleading  with  regard  to  the  facts. 


290.1 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  290 

Franklyn  and  Barbara  Schafer 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code     Topic  1 


290.1    i  Alternatives 


Topic  2 

Runway  14/32 


Comment 


Response 


We  wish  to  register  our  opposition  to  proposed  runway 
14/32.  The  noise  level  over  our  home,  at  this  time,  is 
already  unbearable.  We  do  not  want  it  to  be  increased. 


The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Prefen'ed 
Alternative  would  promote  njnway  use  in  a  manner  that  is 
more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Hull  is  affected 
by  the  use  of  Runway  33/32  arrivals.  The  total  number  of 
aircraft  arriving  to  the  northwest  does  increase  with 
construction  of  the  runway,  but  this  is  due  to  the  PRAS  goals 
more  than  any  other  factor.  Since  the  Runway  33  arrivals  that 
impact  Hull  approach  primarily  over  water,  and  since  Hull  is 
further  from  the  airport  than  those  communities  impacted  by 
arrivals  to  Runway  15L7R,  4L/R,  or  22L/R,  the  PRAS  goals 
call  for  42  percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  to  operate  in  this 
direction.  Runway  33  arrivals  accounted  for  approximately  27 
percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  1998,  and  since 
Logan  Airport  has  a  limited  capacity  in  this  direction,  the 
northwest  configuration  has  been  underutilized  as  demand 
has  increased  over  the  years.  Construction  of  the  runway 
allows  better  achievement  of  the  agreed-upon  PRAS  goals, 
but  even  with  Runway  14/32,  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  the 
Runway  33/32  direction  never  reach  the  goal  of  42  percent 
under  any  fleet  scenario  or  alternative. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Alternative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8, 6.2-9, 6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  neariy  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
runway  would  help  to  improve. 


Letter  290:  Franklyn  and  Barbara  Schafer 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


J-  J  291.1 

/wcAe-Yvjf  291.2 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  291 
Sean  Shanahan 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code 

291.1 


Topic  1 


Noise 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Impacts 


291.2 


Ground 
Transportation 


I  am  writing  to  voice  my  opposition  to... Runway  14/32, 
due  to  the  increase  in  noise... 


Access  to 
Logan 


I  am  writing  to  voice  my  opposition  to. ..Runway  14/32, 
due  to  the  increase  in  traffic... 


291.3   ;  Air  Quality 


Impacts         '  I  am  writing  to  voice  my  opposition  to... Runway  14/32, 
due  to  the  increase  in  pollution... 


Response 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Preferred 
Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner  that  is 
more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Hull  is  affected 
by  the  use  of  Runway  33/32  arrivals.  The  total  number  of 
aircraft  arriving  to  the  northwest  does  increase  with 
construction  of  the  runway,  but  this  is  due  to  the  PRAS  goals 
more  than  any  other  factor.  Since  the  Runway  33  arrivals  that 
impact  Hull  approach  primarily  over  water,  and  since  Hull  is 
further  from  the  airport  than  those  communities  impacted  by 
arrivals  to  Runway  ISUR,  4L/R,  or  22L7R,  the  PRAS  goals 
call  for  42  percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  to  operate  in  this 
direction.  Runway  33  arrivals  accounted  for  approximately  27 
percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  1998,  and  since 
Logan  Airport  has  a  limited  capacity  in  this  direction,  the 
northwest  configuration  has  been  underutilized  as  demand 
has  increased  over  the  years.  Construction  of  the  runway 
allows  better  achievement  of  the  agreed-upon  PRAS  goals, 
but  even  with  Runway  14/32,  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  the 
Runway  33/32  direction  never  reach  the  goal  of  42  percent 
under  any  fleet  scenario  or  alternative. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Alternative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8, 6.2-9, 6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  neariy  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
runway  would  help  to  improve. 


The  Preferred  Alternative,  and  specifically  unidirectional 
Runway  14/32,  would  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal 
airfield  capacity  of  approximately  120  operations  per  hour. 
This  capacity  is  available  at  Logan  Airport  approximately 
80  percent  of  the  time.  Runway  14/32  would  allow 
Logan  Airport  to  maintain  this  capacity  during  periods  of 
strong  northwest  winds  that  now  require  controllers  to  operate 
on  only  one  or  two  runways,  compared  to  the  typical 
three-runway  configurations  used  at  Logan  Airport.  The 
runway  will  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal  operating 
capacity,  nor  will  it  encourage  or  induce  an  increase  in  aircraft 
operations. 

The  grovrth  in  emissions  over  time  will  occur  with  or  without  the 
Airside  Project.  However,  the  Preferred  Altemative  presents  a 
significant  decrease  in  emissions  compared  to  the 
No  Action  Alternative. 

Dispersion  modeling  shows  no  violation  of  the  N/VAQS. 


Letter  291:  Sean  Shanahan 

Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Code 
291.4 


Topic  1  Topic  2  Comment 

General  Mam  writng  to  voice  my  opposition  to. . .  Runway  1 4/32  due 

Opposition  \  to  tlie...  detrimental  effects  [the  increase  in  noise,  traffic, 

and  pollution  will  have]  upon  the  Boston  and  sunounding 
communities  qualities  of  life. 


Response 

The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  analyze  the  environmental  impacts  of  the 
Airside  Project,  consistent  with  established  federal  and  state 
scoping  directives.  Appropriate  mitigation  associated  with  the 
Airside  Project  has  also  been  established.  Massport  has 
programs  in  place  to  reduce  the  environmental  impacts 
associated  with  Logan  Airport  as  a  whole.  These  initiatives 
are  described  in  the  Logan  Airport  ESPR  and  its  updates. 


Letter  291:  Sean  Shanahan 

Private  Citizens:  Hull 


i 


«p©fty  Group 

Marketing  •  Design  •  Production 


„_.         F^iina  Road  Hull,  MA  02MS 
Voice/Fax:  781 925-9186^  Mo^e:  781 367-7939       I  PTTFD  000 
email:  sperryge9mediaone.net  ItWtWlil 


Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 

Attn:  MEPA  Office 

Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley-  EOEA  No.  10458 

1 00  Cambridge  St 

20th  Floor 

Boston,  MA  02205 


Dear  Mr.  Pugsley: 

^■^Zn?^'' ^1^°"^^  *°  l^a^sport's  proposed  runway  14/32 

ctnaXr  .^r^  Sn"""^^°^  —  was  to  escape  the 

l'n.Z  tTanrciiStT^^^^^^^^^        '3^°-.^  T'f  "'"'^  ^i^- 
level.  I  live  and  work  here  andTmX?t^^'       *u"  ^''^""^^    ^  borderline  intolerable 
dualve  and  perhaps  unhealthy.  ""'"^  "^""^  °*  ""^      ""pleasant,  unpro- 

'^09"^'^'^^^^^^^^^  13  Hull  Seleamen-s  meeting 

see  Massport-s  representative  Ms    e^'  De  osSttelt  to  t^-n' 

direct  questions  of  a  very  frustrated  board  nf  «i  J      "^u  .  ^      way  around  the 

intended  growth  in  flights  She  said  it  Z<  ?1      T^"'      ''"''^^^  ''"^"'""^  ^bout 

not  consider  changing  the  law!  (Zl7u7oT^   'K'"""  '"^ 

to  do  it  in  Washington  D  c  Tlhl  .^  ll^    ^^^1  '""^  '^P^'  <"°w  did  they  manage 

path  of  pilots  usinf  Uqan  Most  fr  Ktlr    """^  ^u"  "°  °^«^the  actual  fligh? 

brought  The  char^  Sd  fMoh  0^/^,=  Ik^'""'  ^'^f  '"''"^  ""^"^  ^^'ts  Massport 

an  obvious  falsehood  and  actS  anTnsX^^'n''  °"  ""^  '^"^^"^  and  landing. 

Derosiers  do  a  very  bad  iob  S^lltl",      1°"/  '"te"'9ence.  You  will  see  Ms. 

Hull.  ^      '"^  ^P'a'ning  away  the  faulty  noise  monitors  put  in  place  in 

wiLTIoIgn^ r l"on  ^CAtfct^^^^^  X-  ""''t """^'^  '  -'''V  '^^^  they  are  • 
made  decis^ns  based  on  arrogance  thTsTase  ^'^^  "  V""^  ' 

that  Hull  is  subject  to  noise  levels  thi  hf  !         ^         '^^^  operational  faa  is 
ct  to  noise  levels  that  should  motivate  your  office  to  block  this  runway. 

Thank  you  for  your  concern  for  the  envirionment  in  which  we  live. 
Yours  truly. 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  292 
Gerard  J.  Sperry 
Sperry  Group 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


292.1 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

1  am  strongly  opposed  to  Massport's  proposed  runway,  14/32. 

We  have  far  more  noise  from  the  airport  now,  than  we  did  just 

a  few  years  ago,  and  it  is  already  at  a  borderline  intolerable 

level. 

292.2 

Alternatives 

Other  Non- 

Why  is  it  not  possible  to  cap  growth  in  flights  as  was  done  in 

Construction 

Washington,  D.C.? 

Alternatives 

292.3 

Noise 

Studies 

Massport's  charts  incorrectly  show  flight  paths  that  miss  Hull 

on  takeoff  and  landing. 

292.4 

Noise 

Runway  Use 

Noise  monitors  in  Hull  were  faulty. 

292.5 

Environmental 

Public  Prxess 

(i/lassport  is  ignoring  17  of  the  1 9  CARE  communities 

Review  Process 

opposing  the  runway. 

Response 


The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Preferred 
Alternative  would  promote  njnway  use  in  a  manner  that  is  more 
consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Hull  is  affected  by  the 
use  of  Runway  33/32  anivals.  The  total  number  of  aircraft  arriving 
to  the  northwest  does  increase  with  construction  of  the  runway, 
but  this  is  due  to  the  PRAS  goals  more  than  any  other  factor. 
Since  the  Runway  33  anrivals  that  impact  Hull  approach  primarily 
over  water,  and  since  Hull  is  further  from  the  airport  than  those 
communities  impacted  by  arrivals  to  Runway  ISLVR,  4U'R,  or 
22L/R,  the  PRAS  goals  call  for  42  percent  of  the  equivalent 
arrivals  to  operate  in  this  direction.  Runway  33  arrivals  accounted 
for  approximately  27  percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  1 998, 
and  since  Logan  Airport  has  a  limited  capacity  in  this  directon,  the 
northwest  configuration  has  been  underutilized  as  demand  has 
increased  over  the  years.  Construction  of  the  mnway  allows 
better  achievement  of  the  agreed-upon  PRAS  goals,  but  even 
with  Runway  14/32,  the  equivalent  anivals  in  the  Runway  33/32 
direction  never  reach  the  goal  of  42  percent  under  any  fleet 
scenario  or  alternative. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Alternative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest,  either 
on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of  Runway  33L. 
However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting  from  these 
increased  operations  remains  several  decibels  below  60  DNL  as 
indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at  Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8, 
6.2-9, 6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These 
levels  are  nearly  20  dB  below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop 
and  15  dB  below  the  exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and 
Revere,  which  the  new  runway  would  help  to  improve. 

The  Airside  Project  will  not  change  Logan  Airporf  s  airfield 
capacity  of  approximately  1 20  aircraft  operations  per  hour. 
Regarding  caps  on  airport  operations,  federal  constitutional 
provisions  (preemption,  commerce  clauses,  equal  protection), 
federal  aviation  statutes  and  regulations,  and  contractual 
provisions  related  to  covenants  in  connection  with  the  Federal 
Airport  Improvement  Program  grants  which  Massport  receives, 
restrict  Massporf  s  ability  to  control  the  number  of  aircraft 
operations  at  Logan  Airport.  Massport  has  undertaken  a 
comprehensive  mitigation  program,  such  as  Logan  Airport  Noise 
Rules,  for  those  areas  that  fall  within  its  powers  as  proprietor  of 
Logan  Airport,  which  are  not  preempted  under  federal  law. 

Graphics  have  been  updated,  supplemented  and  corrected. 


Massport  disagrees. 
Comment  noted. 


Letter  292:  Gerard  J.  Sperry,  Sperry  Group 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


1 1  Crest  Road 
Hull,  MA  02045 


LETTER  293 


Aprils  1,  1999 


Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention:  MEPA  Office 
Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley  -  EOEA  No.  10458 
100  Cambridge  Street  20*^  floor 
Boston,  MA  02205 


Re:  OPPOSED  to  Runway  14/32 


Dear  Mr.  Pugsley: 

74/32  t^U  sllnH  M           '  T  '°°  ^'^P'^""                    house.  Runway 

Z^rafpXi^  293.2 

's::^^^^^^^^^^  — —  293.3 

Thank  you. 


Sincerely, 


T..  Vincent  Sullivan 


I 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  293 
E.  Vincent  Sullivan 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code     Topic  1  Topic  2  Comment  Response 


293.1 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

1  am  writing  to  express  my  strong  opposition  to  Massport's 
proposed  new  runway,  14/32...I  already  tiave  too  many 
airplanes  flying  over  my  house. 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Preferred 
Alternative  would  promote  njnway  use  in  a  manner  that  is 
more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Hull  is  affected 
by  the  use  of  Runway  33/32  arrivals.  The  total  number  of 
aircraft  arriving  to  the  northwest  does  increase  with 
construction  of  the  runway,  but  this  is  due  to  the  PRAS  goals 
more  than  any  other  factor.  Since  the  Runway  33  arrivals  that 
impact  Hull  approach  primarily  over  water,  and  since  Hull  is 
further  from  the  airport  than  those  communities  impacted  by 
arrivals  to  Runway  15L/R,  4UR,  or  22L/R,  the  PRAS  goals 
call  for  42  percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  to  operate  in  this 
direction.  Runway  33  arrivals  accounted  for  approximately  27 
percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  1998,  and  since 
Logan  Airport  has  a  limited  capacity  in  this  direction,  the 
northwest  configuration  has  been  underutilized  as  demand 
has  increased  over  the  years.  Construction  of  the  runway 
allows  better  achievement  of  the  agreed-upon  PRAS  goals, 
but  even  with  Runway  14/32,  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  the 
Runway  33/32  direction  never  reach  the  goal  of  42  percent 
under  any  fleet  scenario  or  alternative. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Altemative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8, 6.2-9,  6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  neariy  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  (Severe,  which  the  new 
runway  would  help  to  improve. 

293.2 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

Runway  1 4/32  will  substantially  increase  the  air  traffic 
over  my  neighborhood.  This  will  increase  noise  and  air 
pollution  for  our  entire  town. 

Refer  to  response  to  Comment  293. 1 . 

t 


Letter  293:  E.  Vincent  Sullivan 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Code 

293.3 


Topic  1 

Regional 


Topic  2 

Regional 


Comment 


Transportation  Airports 


Please  consider  alternatives  to  Logan  expansion  such  as 
improved  access  to  Worcester  Airport  and  other  regional 
airport  solutions. 


Response 

Since  1995,  Massport  has  worked  closely  with  the 
City  of  Worcester  to  aggressively  market  the 
Worcester  Regional  Airport  to  airlines.  Massport  increased  its 
involvement  with  Worcester  Regional  Airport  by  assuming 
operational  responsibility  of  the  airport  on  January  15, 2000. 
Since  January  2000  Massport  has  attracted  three  new 
airlines  to  Worcester  Regional  Airport.  Delta  Connection 
began  serving  Worcester  Regional  Airport  with  two  daily 
nonstop  roundtrip  flights  on  regional  jet  aircraft  to  Atlanta  on 
February  1 , 2000  and  will  be  increasing  its  service  to  three 
daily  flights  in  April  2001 ,  On  July  6, 2000,  American  Eagle 
began  service  to  New  York  JFK  Airport  with  three  daily 
nonstop  roundtrip  flights  on  turboprop  aircraft.  In  February 
2001,  PanAm  began  daily  scheduled  sen/ice  from  Worcester 
to  Orlando  International  Airport.  Massport  is  in  ongoing 
discussions  with  other  earners  regarding  potential  new 
sen/ices  at  Worcester  Regional  Airport.  In  addition  to  the 
Worcester  Regional  Airport,  Massport  has  pursued  a  variety 
of  initiatives  to  promote  the  use  of  other  regional  airports  and 
travel  modes  with  the  goal  of  relieving  traffic  growth 
pressures  at  Logan  Airport.  For  example,  in  November  1999, 
Massport  and  Governor  Cellucci  co-sponsored  a 
Regional  Transportation  Summit  of  the  New  England 
Governors  and  transportation  officials.  The  Summit  focused 
on  joint  marketing  among  the  New  England  commercial 
sen/ice  airports  and  the  joint  promotion  of  rail  and  road 
initiatives  that  will  foster  an  efficient  and  balanced  regional 
transportation  system.  A  second  summit  was  held  in  Rhode 
Island  in  December  2000.  Refer  to  Chapter  2  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  comprehensive  discussion  of 
Massport's  regional  transportation  planning  initiatives. 
Massport  disagrees  that  its  record  in  diverting  traffic  to  other 
airports  is  unsuccessful.  Since  1996  eight  out  of 
ten  new  passengers  in  New  England  were  directed  to 
regional  airports,  which  include  T.F.  Green/Providence, 
Worcester  Regional,  and  Manchester  airports.  In  1999, 
Massport  estimates  that  regional  airports  attracted  2.4  million 
passengers,  that  would  have  othenivise  used  Logan  Airport. 

Massport  advocates  increased  use  of  the  regional  airports 
and  high-speed  rail  services,  in  addition  to  construction  of 
Runway  14/32  and  the  other  airside  improvement  projects  at 
Logan  Airport,  as  a  comprehensive  plan  for  ensuring  an 
efficient  and  balanced  regional  transportation  system.  As  the 
analysis  in  Chapter  2  of  this  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
indicates,  these  off-airport  alternatives  are  expected  to 
reduce  aircraft  traffic  growth  pressures  at  Logan  Airport,  but 
they  will  not  eliminate  airside  delays  at  Logan  Airport  that 
occur  because  of  a  third  operating  runway  during  periods  of 
northwest  winds.  The  Preferred  Alternative,  which  specifically 
addresses  this  deficiency,  is  necessary  and  provides  clear 
benefits  at  current  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will 
only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at  the 
regional  airports  and  high-speed  rail  to  New  York  act  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at  Logan  Airport. 


f 


Letter  293:  E.  Vincent  Sullivan 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


LETTER 


2  Christine  Road 
HuJl,  MA  02045 
April  I,  1999 

Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attn:  MEPA  Office 

Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley  -  EOEA  No.  10458 
100  Cambridge  St 
20*  Floor 
Boston,  MA  02205 


Dear  Sir: 


Runway  {^^zS^;::^'  "  '^-O"  "^^^  '^n  ^0, 0. addita  of 

ocean  as  w:^^;^:!:?:^'^^^^^^^ 


Thank  you  for  your  attention  to  this  matter. 
Sincerely, 


Geraldine  M  Townsend 
2  Christine  Road 
Hull,  MA  02045. 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  294 
Geraldine  M.  Townsend 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

294.1 

;  Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

1  wish  to  go  on  record  as  strongly  opposing  the  expansion 
of  Logan  Airport  with  the  addition  of  Runway  14/32  as 
proposed.  Currently,  air  traffic  patterns  route  airliners 
directly  over  our  neighborhood,  instead  of  over  the  ocean 
as  we  understand  was  suggested  by  Massport  in  the  past. 

Runway  14/32  would  shift  75,000  flights  over  water,  while 
reducing  total  number  of  nighttime  flights.  Additionally,  by 
increasing  the  number  of  operations  over  water, 
Runway  14/32  reduces  the  total  annual  hours  of  dwell  and 
persistence  over  populated  areas. 

294.2 

;  Noise 

Impacts 

The  air  traffic  over  our  home  on  the  Hull  Peninsula  is 
unbearable  now  without  the  additional  burden  such  as  the 
introduction  of  a  new  runway  would  bring. 

Refer  to  response  to  Comment  294.1 . 

Letter  294:  Geraldine  M.  Townsend 
Private  Citizens;  Hull 


LETTER  295 


2  Christine  Road 
Hull,  MA  02045 
April  1,  1999 

Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attn;  MEPA  Office 

Mr.  Anhur  Pugsley  -  EOEA  No.  10458 
100  Cambridge  St 
20*  Floor 

Boston,  MA  02205 


Dear  Sir: 

Runway  \m2^Z°^''  "  '^^'"'^      ^^'^  °f  Logan  Airport  with  the  addztion  of 


ocean  as  wr:^^'^'^'suC^rr^^^  ''''      neighboriiooct  mstead  of  over  the 

Pemnsula  is  unSe  n^^^^eL^^S^  T  ^J^'^.^^  over  our  home  on  the  Hull 
brmg  additional  burden  such  as  the  mtroduction  of  a  new  runway  would 


Thank  you  for  your  attention  to  this  matter. 
Sincerely, 

William  E.  Townsend 
2  Christine  Road 
Hull,  MA  02045 


f 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  295 
William  E.  Townsend 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code     Topic  1 


295.1 


Alternatives 


Topic  2 

Runway  14/32 


Comment 


Response 


295.2  Noise 


Impacts 


I  wish  to  go  on  record  as  strongly  opposing  the  expansion 
of  Logan  Airport  with  the  addition  of  Runway  14/32  as 
proposed.  Currently,  air  traffic  patterns  route  airliners 
directly  over  our  neighborhood,  instead  of  over  the  ocean 
as  we  understand  was  suggested  by  Massport  in  the  past. 

The  air  traffic  over  our  home  on  the  Hull  Peninsula  is 
unbearable  now  without  the  additional  burden  such  as  the 
introduction  of  a  new  mnway  would  bring. 


Runway  14/32  would  shift  75,000  flights  over  water,  while 
reducing  total  number  of  nighttime  flights.  Additionally,  by 
increasing  the  number  of  operations  over  water. 
Runway  14/32  reduces  the  total  annual  hours  of  dwell  and 
persistence  over  populated  areas. 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Preferred 
Altemative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner  that  is 
more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Hull  is  affected 
by  the  use  of  Runway  33/32  arrivals.  The  total  number  of 
aircraft  arriving  to  the  northwest  does  increase  with 
construction  of  the  runway,  but  this  is  due  to  the  PRAS  goals 
more  than  any  other  factor.  Since  the  Runway  33  arrivals  that 
impact  Hull  approach  primarily  over  water,  and  since  Hull  is 
further  from  the  airport  than  those  communities  impacted  by 
arrivals  to  Runway  15L/R,  AUR,  or  22L'R,  the  PRAS  goals 
call  for  42  percent  of  the  equivalent  anivals  to  operate  in  this 
direction.  Runway  33  arrivals  accounted  for  approximately  27 
percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  1 998,  and  since 
Logan  Airport  has  a  limited  capacity  in  this  direction,  the 
northwest  configuration  has  been  undenjtilized  as  demand 
has  increased  over  the  years.  Construction  of  the  runway 
allows  better  achievement  of  the  agreed-upon  PRAS  goals, 
but  even  with  Runway  14/32,  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  the 
Runway  33/32  direction  never  reach  the  goal  of  42  percent 
under  any  fleet  scenario  or  altemative. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Alternative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8, 6.2-9, 6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  neariy  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
runway  would  help  to  improve. 


Letter  295:  William  E.  Townsend 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


LETTER  296 


(M^iz-^  P/LSL  ^ 


I 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  296 
William  A.  Weiser 
Private  Citizens:  Hull 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


296.1    !  Alternatives 


Runway  14/32 


1  am  "opposed  to  Runway  14/32".  On  some  days  for  hours 
on  end  (like  12)  planes  go  over  my  house  every  60  to  90 
seconds. 


The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Preferred 
Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner  that  is 
more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Hull  is  affected 
by  the  use  of  Runway  33/32  arrivals.  The  total  number  of 
aircraft  arriving  to  the  northwest  does  increase  with 
construction  of  the  runway,  but  this  is  due  to  the  PRAS  goals 
more  than  any  other  factor.  Since  the  Runway  33  arrivals  that 
impact  Hull  approach  primarily  over  water,  and  since  Hull  is 
further  from  the  airport  than  those  communities  impacted  by 
arrivals  to  Runway  15L/R,  4L/R,  or  22L7R,  the  PRAS  goals 
call  for  42  percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  to  operate  in  this 
direction.  Runway  33  arrivals  accounted  for  approximately  27 
percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  1998,  and  since 
Logan  Airport  has  a  limited  capacity  in  this  direction,  the 
northwest  configuration  has  been  undemtilized  as  demand 
has  increased  over  the  years.  Construction  of  the  runway 
allows  better  achievement  of  the  agreed-upon  PRAS  goals, 
but  even  with  Runway  14/32,  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  the 
Runway  33/32  direction  never  reach  the  goal  of  42  percent 
under  any  fleet  scenario  or  altemative. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
Altemative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest, 
either  on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of 
Runway  33L.  However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting 
from  these  increased  operations  remains  several  decibels 
below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by  the  specific  point  analysis  at 
Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8, 6.2-9, 6.2-22,  and  E-1  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  neariy  20  dB 
below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  15  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
mnway  would  help  to  improve. 


Letter  296:  William  A.  Weiser 

Private  Citizens:  Hull 


LETTER  297 


Robert  M.  Carney 
Wanda  C.  Willard 
45  Farina  Road 
Hull,  MA  02045 


April  20,  1999 

Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention:  MEPA  Office 
Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley  -  EOEA  No.  10458 
100  Cambridge  Street,  20th  Floor 
Boston,  MA  02205 


Re:  Proposed  Runway  14/32 
Dear  Mr.  Pugsley: 


rYsld^L  S  F^^l  w?n^  L     T.^  opposition  to  proposed  Runway  14/32  at  Logan  Airport.  As 
However  rh^rii;  f      somewhat  accustomed  to  aircraft  U-affic  and  its  associated  noise 
^?Znn       TT  P'^P^'"^  ^-^ '"^^  '  ^"^^y  ^^/^^  to  Logan  and  increase  the  air  traffic  over  our 
SlTf^  ^      other  commumaes  will  clearly  have  a  substantial  adverse  impact  on  the  citizens  of 

lalufs  We  "S^rT"  ^"'^"^^"^  '^"^^^  dinSnution  of  p^o^^°' 

from  he^rcmC  "^^^^^^^^  ^^^^  f^^^  the  effect 


^rcmffSferTh^S^n^^^^^^         ^/  °"  '"^u"^"  ^y^'  ^^"''^    ^  ^^^"^g^y  ""^'^ding  parade  of 
fo     nr^>  H  ^  "    t  H 1^'  ^^^^^     li^e-  Although  the  hours  for  such  nights  were 

ronnr  1^      °  ^T'^  ^^^^"^^  ^^^^  1       P-^-  and  before  6  00  a  m 

S  of  nfrn'/;  n       T  ^^^^P^"S  ^''^  '      o"         bedroom  to  maskthe 

our  deck  ^^rh.  .^fi^^'^f  f  emoons  m  particular,  the  aircraft  noise  often  prevents  the  use  of 
our  deck  and  the  enjoyment  of  our  yard  due  to  the  frequent  and  repeated  roar  and  whine  of 

aircraft  are  low  enough  for  us  to  clearly  see  the  aircraft  landing  gear  being  deployed  or  retracted 
rlordeffoSysis'''       ""'"'"""^  ^"^'^"^'"^^       °"  °' ^        '°  effect  could  be 


tlitn     ""S"  ^^'^^^"^v^^s  barrage  of  noise  is  exu-emely  disruptive.  The  proposed  runway  will  more 
^n^^r^f  .   ^^1?""^^;^  o^P?hts  over  our  home  and  surrounding  neighborhoods  and  ^ 
fnt^n"       hI^'  "^^'^  0  this  traffic  will  turn  our  home,  our  to'wn  aSd  the  affected  communities 

occer  e^^^^^^  P'^'^-  y°"    ^^^^"^  ^P°^^  ^'^^^^  -t^^^^  childrens' 

H^?,  JtM^    T  '"^^"^P^^,'^  because  a  referee's  whistle  can't  be  heard  over  the  din  of  planes  or  a 
day  at  the  beach  punctuated  not  by  waves  crashing  or  the  ciy  of  sea  gulls  but  by  an  endk^  ro^  of 
a  line  of  aircraft  across  the  horizon.  Please  consider  this  coiWunity  and  other  similarly  s  tua^S 
commumties  in  performing  the  MEPA  review  process.  ^"»"iariy  suuaiea 

Apart  from  our  personal  feelings  and  the  personal  effects  described  above,  we  are  equally 
^hrnaT  r       '      'PP'°?^  f/^""''  ^^'P^'^  ^as  embarked  on.  Massport  has  sought  to 
^nnir  rn  K'^'^ff With  affcctcd  Communities  and  to  overtum  a  court  order  to  undertake  what 
rfi^  oTnom^n  f-  f  ^  short-sighted  plan  of  disoiptive  expansion.  There  have  been  vei^Tew 

MasXCt.^  .Hon '""^K^  '-^^''^         '  ^^Sional  leveL  Information  disseminated  by 
Massport  has  been  short  on  objective  analysis  and/or  inconsistent  with  recognized  methodologies 


April  20,  1999 
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Ws  even  more  shocicing  abou,  this  approach  is  that  it  is  supported  to  large  extent  by  public 

increase  in  air  traffic  will  outstriX^S^s^L^f^T'Z^  snidies  have  shown  that  the  projected 
proposed  new  runway  is  a  cSdv  -  on^otSK?.  h  '^^^T^^ 

Moreover,  by  increasing  d^SL  i^to  Bntnn  m      '"^'^'^  l"^^^''  "      Poorly-devised  plan, 
value  of  the  Boston^! raSn^uon  it^^^^^^^^^  ''V'i         diminishi'ng  the 

affected  by  the  increase  in  fiightsTd  resuldn^^^^^^^  "^^^^"^iy 
on  the  Hingham  commuter  boat  Ld  find  noLf  fr^^^^^       "^^J  frequently  commute 

the  beauty  of  Boston  and  the  Sr  Sands  in^^^^^^  '5    n  ^"^^ndous  distraction  to 

lure  as  a  tourist  or  convention  iSon  f^t^  dow^^^^^  Boston's 
noise.  As  frequent  travelers  we  find  fhL  m^?.         r^S^^^^  attractions  are  plagued  by 

•commercial  aSpons~n^^^^^^^  \itT/  'fT  ^^^"^^'^^^ 

city.  It  strikes  i^s  that  Hanscom  Alport  w^fh  ire        is  located  outside  of  the  congestion  of  the 
other  major  arteries,  could^re^Kerd  ltd'erewed  ^^"^^ 

s:?c?srr^^^^^^^^ 

throughout  the  me^opohSorn  'i'"*  "f^"^  ^e  justly  apponioned 

surroLing  toSd  co™Ues  ^""P'^  °"  neighborhoods  and  the 


Sincerely  yours, 


Robert  M.  Camej^  Wanda  C.  Willard 
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Code 

297.1 


Topic  1 

Alternatives 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


Runway  14/32 


We  are  writing  to  express  our  strong  opposition  to  proposed 
Runway  1 4/32  at  Logan  Airport. .  .the  recent  proposal  to  add  a 
runway  14/32  to  Logan  and  increase  the  air  traffic. .  .will  clearly 
. .  .[diminish]  quality  of  life  and. .  .property  values 


The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Preferred  Alternative 
would  promote  mnway  use  in  a  manner  that  is  more  consistent  with 
annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Hull  is  affected  by  the  use  of  Runway 
33/32  arrivals.  The  total  number  of  aircraft  arriving  to  the  northwest 
does  increase  with  construction  of  the  mnway,  but  this  is  due  to  the 
PRAS  goals  more  than  any  other  factor.  Since  the  Runway  33 
arrivals  that  impact  Hull  approach  primarily  over  water,  and  since 
Hull  is  further  from  the  airport  than  those  communities  impacted  by 
arrivals  to  Runway  151^,  4\JR,  or  22\JR,  the  PRAS  goals  call  for 
42  percent  of  the  equivalent  arrivals  to  operate  in  this  direction. 
Runway  33  arrivals  accounted  for  approximately  27  percent  of  the 
equivalent  arrivals  in  1 998,  and  since  Logan  Airport  has  a  limited 
capacity  in  this  direction,  the  northwest  configuration  has  been 
underutilized  as  demand  has  increased  over  the  years.  Construction 
of  the  runway  allows  better  achievement  of  the  agreed-upon  PRAS 
goals,  but  even  with  Runway  14/32,  the  equivalent  arrivals  in  the 
Runway  33/32  direction  never  reach  the  goal  of  42  percent  under 
any  fleet  scenario  or  alternative. 

Operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Hull  increase  with  the  Preferred 
/ytemative  primarily  due  to  aircraft  landing  to  the  northwest,  either 
on  new  Runway  32  or  because  of  greater  use  of  Runway  33L. 
However,  the  noise  exposure  levels  resulting  from  these  increased 
operations  remains  several  decibels  below  60  DNL  as  indicated  by 
the  specific  point  analysis  at  Site  26  in  Tables  6.2-8, 6.2-9, 6.2-22, 
and  E-1  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  levels  are  nearly 
20  dB  below  the  highest  exposure  in  Winthrop  and  1 5  dB  below  the 
exposure  in  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere,  which  the  new 
runway  would  help  to  improve. 


297.2     Alternatives        Runway  14/32      ...we  are...  concerned  about  the  approval  process  Massport 

has  embarked  on.  Massport  has  sought  to  abrogate  its 
:  agreements  with  affected  communities  and  to  overlum  a  court 
;  order  to  undertake. .  .a  flawed  and  short-sighted  plan  of 
i  disruptive  expansion. 


In  January  2000,  in  response  to  the  FAA's  review  of  the  Draft  EIS, 
the  FAA  called  for  preparation  of  a  Supplemental  Draft  EIS  to 
address  specific  issues  identified  by  the  FAA  following  input  from  a 
SDEIS  Panel  consisting  of  six  persons.  At  the  FAA's  direction,  three 
SDEIS  Panel  members  were  appointed  by  the  Governor  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  and  three  were  appointed  by  the 
Mayor  of  the  City  of  Boston.  Under  the  direction  of  the  New  England 
Region  FAA,  the  SDEIS  Panel  convened  in  March  of  2000  and  then 
met  at  least  monthly  with  a  final  meeting  in  December  of  2000.  A 
total  of  12  meetings  were  held.  To  provide  the  appropriate 
background,  the  SDEIS  Panel  was  presented  with  an  Interim 
Supplemental  Draft  EIS,  the  Draft  EIS/EIR,  answers  to  key  letters 
written  by  members  of  the  public,  concerned  agencies  and  public 
officials  responding  to  the  Draft  EIS£IR,  and  a  series  of  15  visual 
and  written  presentations  from  the  Project's  technical  consulting 
team  and  other  independent  industry  experts. 

The  Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs  found  that ". .  .the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Report  (DEIR)  submitted  on  this  project 
adequately  and  properiy  complies  with  the  Massachusetts 
Environmental  Policy  Act. . .".  Refer  to  the  Certificate  of  the  Secretary 
of  Environmental  Affairs  on  the  DEIR,  dated  May  7, 1 999. 
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Code 

297.3 


Topic  1 


Environmental 

Review 

Process 


Topic  2 

Public  Process 


Comment 


Response 


There  have  been  very  few  real  opportunities  to  be  heard 
on  a  local  and/or  a  regional  level. 


There  was  an  extensive  public  participation  and  review 
process  during  the  preparation  of  the  Draft  EIS/EIR.  Public 
comments  were  received  on  the  ENF  after  it  was  filed  during 
the  summer  of  1995.  In  the  fall  of  1995,  several  public 
scoping  sessions  were  held  to  provide  community  input  to  the 
subsequent  state  and  federal  scopes  for  the  project.  To 
assure  that  the  Airside  analysis  was  conducted  with 
awareness  and  input  from  all  concerned  parties,  the  Massport 
Board  established  the  Airside  Review  Committee  (ARC), 
which  consists  of  the  Community  Advisory  Committee  (with 
representatives  from  24  communities  surrounding 
Logan  Airport),  and  11  businesses  and  industry 
organizations.  Massport  also  funded  independent  consultants 
for  the  CAC  to  provide  them  with  the  capacity  to 
professionally  assess  the  analysis  and  conclusions  of  the 
Airside  Study.  Between  1995  and  1999,  Massport  held 
16  meetings  with  the  ARC,  an  additional  15  meetings  with 
just  the  CAC,  and  several  meetings  with  the 
CAC  consultants.  In  addition,  Massport  made 
29  presentations  to  elected  officials,  most  of  whom  represent 
Logan  Airport's  neighboring  communities,  and  Massport  held 
45  meetings  with  community  and  business  leaders,  reaching 
an  audience  of  more  than  3,000  people.  During  the  public 
comment  period  on  the  Draft  EIS/EIR,  the  FAA  held 
two  public  hearings. 

In  January  2000,  in  response  to  the  FAA's  review  of  the  Draft 
EIS,  the  FAA  called  for  preparation  of  a  Supplemental  Draft 
EIS  to  address  specific  issues  identified  by  the  FAA  followir- 
input  from  a  SDEIS  Panel  consisting  of  six  persons.  At  thf 
FAA's  direction,  three  SDEIS  Panel  members  were  appon 
by  the  Governor  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  > 
three  were  appointed  by  the  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Boston. 
Under  the  direction  of  the  New  England  Region  FAA,  the 
SDEIS  Panel  convened  in  March  of  2000  and  then  met  at 
least  monthly  with  a  final  meeting  in  December  of  2000.  A 
total  of  12  meetings  were  held.  To  provide  the  appropriate 
background,  the  SDEIS  Panel  was  presented  with  an  Interim 
Supplemental  Draft  EIS,  the  Draft  EIS/EIR,  answers  to  key 
letters  written  by  members  of  the  public,  concerned  agencies 
and  public  officials  responding  to  the  Draft  EIS/EIR,  and  a 
series  of  15  visual  and  written  presentations  from  the 
Project's  technical  consulting  team  and  other  independent 
industry  experts. 
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Comment 


ait 
re 


297.5 


Alternatives 


Information  disseminated  by  Massport  has  been  short  on 
objective  analysis  and/or  inconsistent  with  recognized 
methodologies. 


Runway  14/32 


297.6   ;  Open  Space/ 
Parkland 


Impacts 


...studies  have  shown  that  the  projected  increase  in  air 
traffic  will  outstrip  Logan's  capacity  in  the  relatively  near 
future  and  that  the  proposed  new  runway  is  a  costly--on 
both  fiscal  and  societal  levels--and  poorly-devised  plan. 


...by  increasing  air  traffic  into  Boston  Massport  runs  the 
very  real  risk  of  diminishing  the  value  of  the  Boston  area 
as  a  destination.  Its  harbor  and  historic  neighborhoods  will 
be  materially  affected  by  the  increase  in  flights  and 
resulting  noise. 


Response 

The  Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs  found  that  "...the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Report  (DEIR)  submitted  on  this 
project  adequately  and  properly  complies  with  the 
Massachusetts  Environmental  Policy  Act...".  Refer  to  the 
Certificate  of  the  Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs  on  the 
DEIR,  dated  May?,  1999. 

In  January  2000,  in  response  to  the  FAA's  review  of  the  Draft 
EIS,  the  FAA  called  for  preparation  of  a  Supplemental  Draft 
EIS  to  address  specific  issues  identified  by  the  FAA  following 
input  from  a  SDEIS  Panel  consisting  of  six  persons.  At  the 
F/\A's  direction,  three  SDEIS  Panel  members  were  appointed 
by  the  Governor  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  and 
three  were  appointed  by  the  f\/layor  of  the  City  of  Boston. 
Under  the  direction  of  the  New  England  Region  F^A,  the 
SDEIS  Panel  convened  in  March  of  2000  and  then  met  at 
least  monthly  with  a  final  meeting  in  December  of  2000.  A 
total  of  12  meetings  were  held.  To  provide  the  appropriate 
background,  the  SDEIS  Panel  was  presented  with  an  Interim 
Supplemental  Draft  EIS,  the  Draft  EIS/EIR,  answers  to  key 
letters  written  by  members  of  the  public,  concerned  agencies 
and  public  officials  responding  to  the  Draft  EIS/EIR,  and  a 
series  of  15  visual  and  written  presentations  from  the 
Project's  technical  consulting  team  and  other  independent 
industry  experts. 

Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  Airport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions 
are  taken,  runway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high 
as  333,000  hours  under  a  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  Alternative  produces  immediate  and  long-term 
benefits  by  lowering  runway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had 
been  in  place  in  1998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the 
future  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of 
the  regional  alternatives,  the  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario  is  not 
expected  to  be  achieved  until  2015.  The  sooner  airside 
efficiencies  are  implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accrue 
over  time.  Section  4.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows 
that  delay  reduction  benefits  increase  overtime  as  traffic 
levels  increase. 

The  Preferred  Alternative,  and  specifically  unidirectional 
Runway  14/32,  would  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal 
airfield  capacity  of  approximately  120  operations  per  hour. 
This  capacity  is  available  at  Logan  Airport  approximately 
80  percent  of  the  time.  Runway  14/32  would  allow 
Logan  Airport  to  maintain  this  capacity  during  periods  of 
strong  northwest  winds  that  now  require  controllers  to  operate 
on  only  one  or  two  runways,  compared  to  the  typical 
three-runway  configurations  used  at  Logan  Airport.  The 
runway  will  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal  operating 
capacity,  nor  will  it  encourage  or  induce  an  increase  in  aircraft 
operations. 
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Public  Process 


Information  disseminated  by  Massport  tias  been  short  on 
objective  analysis  and/or  inconsistent  with  recognized 
methodologies. 


297.5 


Altematives       Runway  14/32 


297.6  Open 

Space/Parklan 
d 


Impacts 


...studies  have  shown  that  the  projected  increase  in  air 
traffic  will  outstrip  Logan's  capacity  in  the  relatively  near 
future  and  that  the  proposed  new  runway  is  a  costly--on 
both  fiscal  and  societal  levels--and  poorly-devised  plan. 


...by  increasing  air  traffic  into  Boston  tvlassport  runs  the 
very  real  risk  of  diminishing  the  value  of  the  Boston  area 
as  a  destination.  Its  harbor  and  historic  neighborhoods  will 
be  materially  affected  by  the  increase  in  flights  and 
resulting  noise. 


Response 

The  Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs  found  that  "...the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Report  (DEIR)  submitted  on  this 
project  adequately  and  property  complies  with  the 
(^Massachusetts  Environmental  Policy  Act...".  Refer  to  the 
Certificate  of  the  Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs  on  the 
DEIR,  dated  May  7, 1999. 

In  January  2000,  in  response  to  the  FAA's  review  of  the  Draft 
EIS,  the  FAA  called  for  preparation  of  a  Supplemental  Draft 
EIS  to  address  specific  issues  identified  by  the  FAA  following 
input  from  a  SDEIS  Panel  consisting  of  six  persons.  At  the 
FAA's  direction,  three  SDEIS  Panel  members  were  appointed 
by  the  Govemor  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  and 
three  were  appointed  by  the  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Boston. 
Under  the  direction  of  the  New  England  Region  FAA,  the 
SDEIS  Panel  convened  in  March  of  2000  and  then  met  at 
least  monthly  with  a  final  meeting  in  December  of  2000.  A 
total  of  12  meetings  were  held.  To  provide  the  appropriate 
background,  the  SDEIS  Panel  was  presented  with  an  Interim 
Supplemental  Draft  EIS,  the  Draft  EIS/EIR,  answers  to  key 
letters  written  by  members  of  the  public,  concerned  agencies 
and  public  officials  responding  to  the  Draft  EIS/EIR,  and  a 
series  of  15  visual  and  written  presentations  from  the 
Project's  technical  consulting  team  and  other  independent 
industry  experts. 

Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  Airport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions 
are  taken,  runway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high 
as  333,000  hours  under  a  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  Alternative  produces  immediate  and  long-term 
benefits  by  lowering  runway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had 
been  in  place  in  1 998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the 
future  37.51^  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of 
the  regional  altematives,  the  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario  is  not 
expected  to  be  achieved  until  2015.  The  sooner  airside 
efficiencies  are  implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accrue 
over  time.  Section  4.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows 
that  delay  reduction  benefits  increase  over  time  as  traffic 
levels  increase. 

The  Preferred  Alternative,  and  specifically  unidirectional 
Runway  14/32,  would  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal 
airfield  capacity  of  approximately  120  operations  per  hour. 
This  capacity  is  available  at  Logan  Airport  approximately 
80  percent  of  the  time.  Runway  14/32  would  allow 
Logan  Airport  to  maintain  this  capacity  during  periods  of 
strong  northwest  winds  that  now  require  controllers  to  operate 
on  only  one  or  two  runways,  compared  to  the  typical 
three-runway  configurations  used  at  Logan  Airport.  The 
runway  will  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal  operating 
capacity,  nor  will  it  encourage  or  induce  an  increase  in  aircraft 
operations. 
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...Hanscom  Airport,  with  its  almost  immediate  accessibility 
to  Route  128  and  other  major  arteries,  could  serve  this 
role  [of  alternate  significant  commercial  airport  in  the 
vicinity]  and  should  be  reviewed. 


Response 

The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR,  specifically  considered  the  role  of  Hanscom  Field 
in  the  analysis  of  regional  alternatives.  Hanscom  Field,  which 
serves  as  a  general  aviation  reliever  airport  to  Logan  Airport, 
already  accommodates  a  significant  number  of  aircraft 
operations  (183,000  operations  in  1998).  The  Hanscom  Field 
activity  includes  private,  business,  charter,  and  air  taxi 
operations  that  might  otherwise  use  Logan  Airport.  Since  the 
Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  was  filed.  Shuttle  America,  a 
newly  founded  airline,  began  commercial  scheduled 
operations  at  Hanscom  Field,  offering  limited  turtioprop 
sen/ices  to  short-haul  regional  markets  -  Trenton,  Buffalo, 
Hartford  (discontinued),  Wilmington,  Delaware  (discontinued), 
and  Greensboro.  Shuttle  America  is  also  conducting 
operations  between  Hanscom  and 
New  York  LaGuardia  Airport.  While  Massport  supports 
commercial  service  at  Hanscom  Field  consistent  with  its 
established  limits  (60  seat  regulation),  Massport  believes  that 
Hanscom  Field  will  maintain  its  role  as  a  major  general 
aviation  reliever,  and  that  its  geographic  proximity  to  Logan, 
Worcester  Regional  and  Manchester  airports  will  prevent  its 
development  as  a  significant  commercial  airport.  Additionally, 
commuter  airlines  serving  Logan  Airport  are  unlikely  to  move 
a  significant  number  of  flights  from  Logan  Airport  to 
Hanscom  Field,  since  approximately  50  percent  of 
passengers  on  Logan  Airport's  commuter  flights  connect  to 
other  Logan  Airport  flights  and  a  significant  number  of 
passengers  are  travelling  to  Boston.  However,  any  new 
commercial  sen/ice  initiatives  proposed  for  Hanscom  Field 
shall  be  reviewed  for  consistency  with  the  Hanscom  GEIR 
(HGEIR)  and  its  Annual  Updates,  and  shall  be  considered  by 
the  Hanscom  Area  Town  Selectmen  (HATS).  Refer  to 
Section  2.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  discussion 
of  Hanscom  Field. 
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Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


298.1 

Alternatives 

Peak  Period 
Pricing 

Instead  of  building  a  new  runway,  wouldn't  it  be  more 
economically  and  environmentally  sound  to  have  smaller 
planes  pay  higher  fees  during  peak  hours  to  help  ease 
airplane  traffic[?] 

298.2 

Regional 

Regional 

Instead  of  building  a  new  runway,  wouldn't  it  be  more 

Transportation 

Airports 

economically  and  environmentally  sound  to  have  shuttle 

buses  that  are  centrally  located  to  take  people  to  Green  Rl 

and  Manchester  NH  airports? 

Response 

Section  4.5  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  provides  an 
updated  discussion  of  PPP  at  Logan  Airport  and  an  analysis 
of  the  implications  of  an  illustrative  conceptual  small 
community  exemption  program. 

PPP  was  included  among  the  Airside  Project  alternatives  to 
address  delays  caused  by  over-scheduling. 

The  potential  impact  of  PPP  on  the  fleet  mix  at  Logan  Airport 
is  discussed  in  Section  4.5.2  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 
Section  4.5.3  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  provides  an 
analysis  of  a  PPP  Exemption  program. 


Logan  Airport  is  part  of  a  regional  system  of  airports  that 
includes  T.F.  Green/Providence,  Worcester  Regional  and 
Manchester.  Massport  has  long  recognized  that  service 
development  and  increased  passenger  traffic  at  these 
airports  are  an  important  part  of  the  region's  long-term 
strategy  to  accommodate  passenger  and  activity  growth. 
Massport  has  actively  encouraged  the  development  of 
regional  airports  and  full  use  of  other  options,  including 
high-speed  rail  to  Logan  Airport's  largest  market.  New  York. 
Regional  service  was  examined  in  Chapter  2  of  the  Airside 
Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  This 
analysis  supports  the  conclusion  greater  use  of  the  regional 
airports  will  provide  passengers  within  the  service  area  of 
such  airports  with  a  viable  alternative  to  Logan  Airport.  Since 
demand  within  Logan  Airport's  primary  sen/ice  area  will 
remain  strong,  the  improvements  at  other  regional  airports 
will  not  eliminate  the  need  for  airside  projects  at  Logan 
Airport. 


Letter  298:  Unknown  Commentor  (Illegible  Signature) 


LETTER  299 


lVsr.t  Lo\\^'?nL%\\\^L^:rAL"p^?°t"  construction  of  runways 

aLpolt"'  ^Kea^^r'to^'^ldUn^sn!  ^        ^^^^  ^  ^l'-  -tter  of  the 
about  this  construction 'project  has' ouLe^'"'°™^?'°"  °'  "aif -truths 
ignore  a  basic  need  of  our  Tn?ern^?,-^    ^  f-"^"^  political  entities  to 
second  runway  when  the  winds  favor  th^^'i  '^iJ'P""-  airport  needs  a 

and  delay  reduction  cry  out  for  ?t.        "°"hwest.    Flight  safety 

^n\=d\^r%^c%^o"n1?%u":a^°\f%^^r^'lch:d"^^'  ^" 

have  residents  enthused      ?ns?ead  of°h^v-""r-     '"'^^  ^^""^  should 

these  wind  conditions  for  landina  on  ^h^"?  Pl^"'^^  <3""n9 

tower  will  be  able  to  space  and  ?.nH  It  ""^^^  "^^^^ing  runway,  the 
much  less  time.  There  a?e  noJ^^,»f  the  same  number  of  airplanes  in 
that  would  not  have'to  happen  ^^^"^  ^^^""9  arrivals 

we  unde?stand%hft'prog?esf  ne^dl  ITL'°^".' ."^'T'"'  ^°  ^reat  city, 

cannot  see,  however    hr.^'tt^        \      ^'^  studied  and  evaluated,  we 
labeled  as'a  .:;:r;f'°^,^^:3j°"=^^^=^i°"  °f  this  runway  can  possibly  be 
facts  are  that  our  airport     ft?ee^^?,.       ".°^.''""^c  ^"'0  Logan.  The 

is  limited  terminal  space  And  thfpa^kina  lo^"'^"  are  congested.  There 

f        ana  tne  parking  lots  cannot  handle  more  cars. 

co:d?ti?°rand  it'LedH^  1^?'%,^'^^'^  ^  ^^--^  ^^^in,  all  wind 
Stick  to  the  facts.  Please  ignore  the  headlines  and 

Please  support  this  construction  project. 
Thank  you, 


Robert  and  Katherine  Strojny 
40  Murphy  Road 
Hyannis,  MA  02601 


L 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  299 
Robert  and  Katherine  Strojny 
Private  Citizens:  Hyannis 


Code     Topic  1  Topic  2  Comment  Response 


299.1 

Altematives 

Runway  14/32 

We  would  like  to  register  our  support  for  the  construction 
of  runways  14/32  at  Logan  International  Airport.  Our 
airport  needs  a  second  runway  wtien  the  winds  favor  the 
northwest.  Flight  safety  and  delay  reduction  cry  out  for  it. 

Comment  noted. 

299.2 

Noise 

Impacts 

Increased  noise  cannot  possibly  be  used  as  an  excuse. 
This  unidirection  runway  is  approached  over  water. 

Comment  noted. 

299.3 

Purpose  and 
Need 

Delay 

Instead  of  having  to  stack  up  planes  during  these  wind 
conditions  for  landing  on  the  single  existing  runway,  the 
tower  will  be  able  to  space  and  land  the  same  number  of 
airplanes  in  much  less  time.  There  are  now  delays  which 
mean  late  evening  arrivals  that  would  not  have  to  happen. 

Comment  noted. 

299.4 

Altematives 

Runway  14/32 

We  cannot  see. ..how  the  construction  of  this  ainway  can 
possibly  be  labeled  as  a  means  of  increasing  the  flow  of 
traffic  into  Logan  [since]... our  airport,  streetside  and 
airside  are  congested.  There  is  limited  terminal  space  and 
the  parking  lots  cannot  handle  more  cars. 

The  Preferred  Alternative,  and  specifically  unidirectional 
Runway  14/32,  would  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal 
airfield  capacity  of  approximately  1 20  operations  per  hour. 
This  capacity  is  available  at  Logan  Airport  approximately 
80  percent  of  the  time.  Runway  14/32  would  allow 
Logan  Airport  to  maintain  this  capacity  during  periods  of 
strong  northwest  winds  that  now  require  controllers  to  operate 
on  only  one  or  two  runways,  compared  to  the  typical 
three-runway  configurations  used  at  Logan  Airport.  The 
runway  will  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal  operating 
capacity,  nor  will  it  encourage  or  induce  an  increase  in  aircraft 
operations. 

Letter  299:  Robert  and  Katherine  Stronji 
Private  Citizens:  Hyannis 


April  20,  1999 


LETTER  300 


MEPA 

100  Cambridge  Street,  20*  Floor 
Boston  MA  02202 

Dear  Arthur  Pugsley: 

Please  include  the  following  letter  as  written  testimony  AGAINST  the  Logan  Airport 
Runway  Extension. 

1  purchased  property  and  moved  to  Jamaica  Plain  last  November.  The  purchase  was  preceded  by  carefiil 
research  to  choose  a  home  that  would  afford  a  high  quality  of  life.  I  thought  I  had  checked  out  everything 
necessary  to  support  this  quality  of  life.  /  5 

Within  ONE  HOUR  of  moving  to  this  property,  1  was  devastated.  The  sound  of  airplanes  was  deafening 
Planes  begm  flying  at  6  AM  EVERY  DAY  OF  THE  WEEK.  This  noise  severely  impacts  our  home  The 
ongomg  damage  to  heanng  and  nervous  systems  is  causing  serious  medical  problems. 

I  invite  anyone  to  come  to  my  home  at  6  AM  any  day  of  the  week  and  listen  to  the  thunderous  sound  at  the 
rate  of  one  plane  avery  60  seconds. 

The  Runway  extension  is  shortsighted.  The  only  real  solution  is  a  new  airport.  In  lieu  of  this,  all  citizens 
of  MASSACHUSETTS  should  share  the  burden  via  a  REGIONAL  solution. 

Thank  you,  , 

Cheryrtalukonis    43  Boynton  Street  3L  Jamaica  Plain 
617  983-9147 


L 


I 


I 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  300 
Cheryl  Balukonis 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


Please  include  the  following  letter  as  written  testimony 
AGAINST  the  Logan  Airport  Runway  Extension. ..The  only 
real  solution  is  a  new  airport.  In  lieu  of  this,  all  citizens  of 
Massachusetts  should  share  the  burden  via  a  REGIONAL 
solution. 


A  second  major  airport  is  not  a  solution  to  the  current  delay 
and  congestion  problems  at  Logan  Airport.  The  Proposed 
Project  to  reduce  delay  and  enhance  safety  at  Logan  Airport 
must  be  implemented  in  the  near  term  to  address  current  and 
future  operating  conditions.  Even  if  a  second  major  airport 
were  to  be  pursued,  the  planning  period  for  site  selection  and 
environmental  review  would  require  ten  to  15  years,  in 
addition  to  a  multi-year  constaiction  period.  Rather, 
Logan  Airport  is  part  of  a  regional  system  of  airports  that 
includes  the  T.F.  Green/Providence,  the  Manchester,  and  the 
Worcester  Regional  airports.  Service  development  and 
increased  passenger  traffic  at  these  airports  are  an  important 
part  of  the  region's  long-term  strategy  to  accommodate 
passenger  and  activity  growth.  Greater  use  of  the  regional 
airports  will  provide  passengers  within  the  service  area  of 
such  airports  with  a  viable  altemative  to  Logan  Airport.  Since 
demand  within  Logan  Airport's  primary  service  area  will 
remain  strong,  the  improvements  at  other  regional  airports 
will  not  eliminate  the  need  for  airside  projects  at 
Logan  Airport. 


Letter  300;  Cheryl  Balukonis 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


COMMENT  PROCEDURE  for:  Draft  Logan  Airside  ,.p.ove.e„ts  (a  .a.  Runway  M/32)  EOEM1045S 

Commenanousfcmn^  to  the  FOFA  fil. numh.gnawffliecaadcr^.  LETTER  301 

All  comments  must  be  received  April  22.  1999 

All  mail  concerning  the  environmental  impact  reviav  nrocr^c  .nrh.w-  " 

must  be  addressed  to:  ^'"^  ^''"gs.  coi  ---nts.  and^aH  associated  matcnals 

BobDurand.  Secrctar>- 
Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention;  MEPA  Office 
Arthur  Pugsley  EOEA  No.  #10458 
1 00  Cambridge  Street  -  20th  Floor 
Boston.  MA  02202 

Failure  to  address  mail  in  rhi.  m.,u,er  may  mc.ir  jn  dchv  of  ..f. 

 ^-^™^'^V  of  action  on  comments  or  no  nr.tinn  on  cnmmr^nrc  -^f. 

Dear  Mr.  Durand, 

My  comments  to  the  EIR-Lo.an  .^p.^^ements  Plan  EOEA  #10458  are  follows: 


Name  "Dgn'i^t  c  ■'^(/ye^-^ 
Address    j  fe>  /Alj/^^j^  ^ 


Phone 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  301 
Daniel  L.  Barnett 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 

Response 

The  Preferred  Alternative  is  not  expected  to  lead  to  an 
increase  in  passenger  demand,  and  therefore,  it  will  have 
no  effect  on  congestion  or  delays  on  Boston  area  highways. 
Refer  to  Section  4.2. 


Code     Topic  1 


301.1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Noise,  Air 
Quality,  Traffic 


Impacts 


The  plan  does  not  take  into  consideration  the  cumulative 
impact  of  the  ground  and  air  congestion.  The  noise  from 
the  airplanes  alone  is  overa/helming  when  you  add  the 
ground  transportation  problems,  it  is  clear  that  proposed 
runway  is  unworloble. 


Letter  301 :  Daniel  L.  Barnett 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


V-U......C..O  .u;  i^raii  i.ogan  Airsiae  improvements  EOEA  #10458 

COMMENT  PROCEDURE  for:  Draft  Logan  Airside  In,proven,en.s  (a.k  a.  Runway  M/32)  EOEA  ..04.. 

All  comments  on  EIRs  (environmental  impact  repon)  must  refer  fn  t php  a  n       u  ^ 
.den.,f>.,ng  numbers,  bu,  0,e  EOEA  fi.e  number  ,s  Z  "ll  """"^ 

Comments  no,  rcfrrnnR  to  the  FOFA  fUr  nnmhrr  mavnoLbeconsidcr^.  LETTER  302 

All  comments  must  be  received  April  22.  1999 

All  mail  concerning  the  environmental  impact  review  nrocc«  inrlnWin^  fii 

must  be  addressed  to:  ^        mdudmg  filings,  comments,  and  all  associated  materials 

Bob  Durand.  Secretar>- 
Executive  OfiRcc  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention:  MEPA  Office 
Arthur  Pugsle>'  EOEA  No.  #10458 
100  Cambridge  Street  -  20di  Floor 
Boston.  MA  02202 


Dear  Mr.  Durand, 

My  comments  to  the  EIR-LoganAj-rside  Improvements  Plan  EOEA  #10458 


Address  <;-!>  Lua^d  S:^^=^^ 
Phone    ^        >    n^^-T-)^  ~ 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  302 
Sarah  Buchmann 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


302.1    I  Alternatives 


Other  Non- 
Construction 
Alternatives 


Massport  has  left  out  reasonable  alternatives  to  Logan's 
plan  to  add  more  runway  area. 


302.2 


302.3 


Noise 


Environmental 

Review 

Process 


Model 


MEPA 


Massport's  plan  contains  no  2010  noise  contour. 


The  3-year  deadline  to  file  a  change  or  project  notice 
expired  8/98.  Massport  should  not  be  allowed  to  file  now. 


The  alternative  analysis  conforms  to  FAA  and  MEPA  scoping 
directives.  The  impact  of  the  regional  altematives  has  been 
addressed  through  the  study  of  a  range  of  forecast  activity 
levels.  Refer  to  Chapter  2  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR 
and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  comprehensive 
discussion  of  regional  altematives. 

Massport  advocates  increased  use  of  the  regional  airports 
and  high-speed  rail  sen/ices,  in  addition  to  construction  of 
Runway  14/32  and  the  other  airside  improvement  projects  at 
Logan  Airport,  as  a  comprehensive  plan  for  ensuring  an 
efficient  and  balanced  regional  transportation  system.  As  the 
analysis  in  Chapter  2  of  this  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
indicates,  these  off-airport  alternatives  are  expected  to 
reduce  aircraft  traffic  growth  pressures  at  Logan  Airport,  but 
they  will  not  eliminate  airside  delays  at  Logan  Airport  that 
occur  because  of  a  third  operating  mnway  during  periods  of 
northwest  winds.  The  Preferred  Altemative,  which  specifically 
addresses  this  deficiency,  is  necessary  and  provides  clear 
benefits  at  current  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will 
only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at  the 
regional  airports  and  high-speed  rail  to  New  York  act  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at  Logan  Airport. 


Noise  contours  have  been  produced  for  the  29M  Low,  37.5M 
High,  and  2015  High  Regional  Jet  Fleets.  These  various 
projections  are  considered  to  represent  the  range  of 
operations  and  their  impacts  that  are  likely  to  occur  over  the 
next  ten  years. 

The  Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs  found  that  "...the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Report  (DEIR)  submitted  on  this 
project  adequately  and  properly  complies  with  the 
Massachusetts  Environmental  Policy  Act...".  Refer  to  the 
Certificate  of  the  Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs  on  the 
DEIR,  dated  May  7, 1999. 


Letter  302:  Sarah  Buchmann 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Code     Topic  1 


302.' 


Analysis 

Assumptions/ 

IVletiiodologies 


Topic  2 

Base  Year 


Comment 


Tliis  EIS  uses  outdated  data  from  1993  in  its  base  case 
information. 


302.5     Purpose  and  Delay 
Need 


While  Massport  calculates  a  cost  per  delay  fiour  in  the  air 
it  refuses  to  attach  a  cost  to  problems  caused  by  the 
negative  products  of  its  current  plan-traffic,  pollution, 
noise  and  so  on. 


Response  ' 

The  Supplemental  DEiS/MR'provides  up^^  I 
for  1998— the  latest  year  for  which  actual  Logan  Airport  data  | 
i  are  available.  1 993  was  adopted  as  the  base  year  when  the  ^ 
'  Airside  Improvement  studies  commenced  in  1994.  The 
_  primary  function  of  the  Base  Year  analysis  is  to  calibrate  the 
airfield  operation  models  and  environmental  impact  models. 
The  benefits  and  impacts  of  the  action  altematives 
(Alternatives  1, 1  A,  2  and  3)  are  assessed  by  comparing 
these  not  with  the  base  year,  but  with  Alternative  4,  the  No- 
Action  Alternative.  The  planning  scenarios  for  37.5  and  45 
million  passengers  represent  a  range  of  future  activity  at 
Logan  Airport  expected  in  the  2010  to  2020  time  frame. 
Refer  to  Section  4.4  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a 
discussion  on  the  estimation  and  modeling  of  flight  delays.  It 
includes  a  description  of  FAA  and  U.S.  DOT  delay  measures 
and  their  limitations,  an  explanation  of  computer  models  for 
estimating  flight  delays,  and  historical  data  on  delays  at 
Logan  Airport  and  other  major  United  States  airports.  The 
methodology  used  for  the  Airside  Project  includes  the  effects 
of  constraints  at  Logan  Airport,  and  produces  lower  delay 
estimates  than  FAA  modeling.  The  FAA  approved  all  the 
models,  which  have  been  validated  in  previously  published 
studies  of  Logan  Airport. 

The  FAA  Technical  Center  was  responsible  for  the  capacity  and 
delay  results  in  the  1992  FAA  Capacity  Enhancement  Report 
for  Logan  Airport  that  concluded  the  need  for  Runway  14/32, 
reduced  minimums  and  taxiway  improvements.  The  Technical 
Center  simulated  Logan  Airport  airfield  operations  with  the 
RDSIM  model  and  estimated  that  when  activity  reached 
504,000  annual  operations,  total  delay  would  exceed 
260,000  hours  per  year.  The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR 
forecasts  delays  to  increase  to  1 57,500  hours  per  year  when 
annual  operations  reach  510,000  with  the  29M  Low  Fleet 
scenario.  The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  compares  the  FAA 
Technical  Center  delay  estimates  in  1 992  with  those  of  the 
Logan  Airside  Project  estimates.  The  FAA  has  concluded  that 
the  Airside  delays  represent  "a  plausible  and  conservative 
estimate...." 

The  FAA  consistently  rates  Logan  Airport  as  one  of  the  most 
delay  prone  airports  in  the  United  Stales  Logan  Airport's 
estimated  annual  delay  hours  are  over  five  times  the  F/VA's 
20,000-hour  threshold  for  a  severely  delayed  airport. 
The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  documents  comply  with  all  applicable  NEPA  and 
MEPA  requirements.  A  cost  benefit  analysis  is  not  required 
by  federal  or  state  law  and  would  not  provide  appropriate 
context.  Cost  information  mentioned  in  the  Airside  Project 
Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  is  intended 
to  provide  analytic  context. 


Letter  302:  Sarah  Buchmann 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


LETTER  303 


April  21,  1999 

Robert  A.  Durand,  Secretary 

mo'^.^'r-f  ^""^^  °^  Enviromental  Affairs 
100  Cambridge  Street  -  Room  2000 
Boston,  MA    02202  . 

Attention:  MEPA  Office 
Dear  Secretary  Durand: 

I^an^A^I^^^LSve'^Ms'Tf f     '°  ^--^  ^^/^^  at 

Boston  aS  in  the  TollZtnT^^':"^'''  ^^^^^  ^°  ^-^ter 

a  grea'^^f  L^cSrLan^^^^^  Ssent'°^"^^^^^^  ^^^^^  at 

air  pollution  in  ccZ^itiel  t^^^^^^^  °f        traffic  expands 

in  The  Commonwealtr^S^^lanes                    ^'""^  ^^^^""^  ^^^^^  °^  ^^thma 

more  flights  means  more^imion?  ^''"^^^^  ^°^trol; 

traveftSough  these'sLf ?™n?f ?°  ^""t  ''''''  "^^"^  ^^i^^'  ^  INSTANCE 
which  are  alio  not  ^eSTateHS  wh?^;  °'  '^""^  ^^^^^^^^  ''^'^  ^  ^^i^el 

culate  matter.         ^^^^ted  and  which  release  a  large  amount  of  parti- 
rest,"^:  pa™:  l^rilsZltSr^.''''  '^'^  fallacious.  They 
expanded  airport?  l^?v  w^i      l^^^  ^         Convention  Center  served  by  an 

economic  boT^Uh'aTSpanlion'of  'Ts™  '"'^^'^  ^^^^^^  ^ 

small'Jn'd'^d^u^fsSS  bSinSe^'s'uc:  as'l^c^f  '^f '''''  '^^^'^'^ 
offices,  theatres    arte,  restaurants,  nightclubs  and 

Of  the  tourist  Sdustry  wMch  wn/nT?''         ^i^-Z^^-tion  industry,  aspects 
and  the  booming  real  estate  ^nHnfJ       longer  stay  in  local  bed-and-breakfasts 
nomic  strenght    ^en  ^ur  r^.f^'  ^^^^  industries  are  part  of  our  eco- 
having  an  ai^orTtt  l^aanl^T.n  hTT  ^^^O's  and  1960-s 

on  a  few,  large  Ldus^feS  T.,      ^^'^  ^T^""^^  based 
resurrected  our  economy  relocated.  Diversification,  not  airplanes, 

low-^^g^^o'  S:?iir'dead  e'nTi  V°'^         ^'^^^  ^^^^^^  ^ 

dishwasher  etc.  whnVh 'H^^TrT^^^^^^^^^  ^=  chambermaid,  airport  security, 
banks,  large  develoSrf  ^nH       T  P^^^P^^^^y  for  anyone  other  than  large 
taurant  owners    ?ieS  Ldustr?p'      "''°"  companies,  large  hotel  and  res? 

most  Of  the  o.merTKd)Sf  co^ra?rL^^^     ?^  °'  "^^^  ^^^^^^^ 

Greater  Boston  area.  corporate  headquarters  are  not  located  in  the 

to  forgef  i^:s'pS?p^3er?f  se^Je  ILTV ■''I  ^'^'^  government  would  continue 
this  state.  The  pi^tina  of  clZ  interests  of  ALL  the  people  of 

rich  may  be  polices  Eut  ft         T'"^^  ^^^^  ^^ainst  the  less 

pontics  but  It  IS  not  governance.  This  proposal  doesn't  even 


MASSPORT,  RUNWAY  14/32 
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to  work  with  the  Greater  Boston  encx)urage  Massport 

Advisory  Board  to  seek  tr^lnS  ^^T^^J^^^  ^ith  their  own  Com^ity 
air  traffic.  reasonable  solutions  to  increasing 

Thank  you  for  this  opportunity  to  comment  on  this  matter. 


Sincerely, 
Constance^ R  Cecil 

8  Glenside  Avenue 
Jamaica  Plain,  MA  02130 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  303 
Constance  R.  Cecil 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code     Topic  1 


303.1    i  Alternatives 


Topic  2 

Runway  14/32 


Comment 


Response 


303.2 


303.3 


303.4 


303.5 


Ground 
Transportation 


Alternatives 


Alternatives 


Preferred 
Alternative 


Ground 
Transportation 


Access  to  Logan 


Runway  14/32 


Access  to  Logan 


I  am  writing  to  oppose  Massports  plan  to  construct  Runway 
14/32  at  Logan  Aiiport... Runway  14/32  will  allow  Massport  to 
operate  Logan  Airport  at  a  greater  capacity  than  at 
present. .  .increasing  air  pollution  in  communities  already 
suffering  the  highest  rates  of  asthma  in  The  Commonwealth. 
Airplanes  are  not  regulated  for  pollution  control. ... 


Increased  vehicles  traveling  to  and  from  Logan  will,  IN  EVERY 
INSTANCE  travel  through  these  same  communities.  Many  of 
these  vehicles  will  be  diesel. .  .which  release  a  large  amount  of 
particulate  matter. 

The  economic  arguments  advanced  for  this  expansion  are 
fallacious. .  .the  increase  in  noise  and  traffic  will  devastate  many 
small  and  medium-sized  businesses  such  as  local  restaurants, 
nightclubs  and  offices,  theatres,  arts  and  music  venues,  the 
film/location  industry. .  .tourist  industry  which  will  no  longer  stay  in 
local  bed-  and  breakfasts  and  the  booming  real  estate  industiy. 
/Virport  expansion  will  create  jobs  but  these  jobs  are  lil<ely  to  be 
low-wage,  no  benefits,  dead-end  jobs  such  as  chanobeimaid, 
airport  security,  dishwasher  etc. . . . 
Expanded  aiiport  traffic  will  travel  over  already  saturated  road 
before  reaching  the  Central  Artery  and  the  Third  Harix)r  Tunnel 
and  further  delaying  travelers. 


TTie  Preferred  Alternative,  and  specifically  unidirectional 
Runway  14/32,  would  not  increase  Logan  Airports  normal  airfield 
capacity  of  approximately  120  operations  per  hour.  This  capacity  is 
available  at  Logan  Airport  approximately  80  percent  of  the  time. 
Runway  14/32  would  allow  Logan  Airport  to  maintain  this  capacity 
during  periods  of  strong  northwest  winds  that  now  require  controllers 
to  operate  on  only  one  or  two  runways,  compared  to  the  typical 
three-runway  configurations  used  at  Logan  /^'rport.  The  runway  will 
not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal  operating  capacity,  nor  will  it 
encourage  or  induce  an  increase  in  aircraft  operations.  Emissions 
are  shown  to  decrease  with  the  Preferred  Alternative  when 
compared  to  the  No  Action  Alternative. 
Neither  Massport  nor  ttie  FAA  has  a  program  to  increase  passenger 
demand  at  Logan  Airport.  Rather,  ttie  objective  of  botii  organizations 
is  to  accommodate  demand  safely  and  efficientiy.  The 
recommended  Airside  Project  is  intended  to  enable  Logan  Airport  to 
accommodate  current  and  future  aircraft  activity  with 
minimum  delay.  The  construction  of  Runway  14/32  would 
significantiy  reduce  delays  associated  witii  northwest  wind 
conditions,  but  would  not  be  expected  to  induce  additional  aircraft 
tiBffic  or  passenger  activity  at  Logan  Airport. 
The  principal  effect  of  the  Centerfield  Taxiway  is  to  reduce  the 
number  of  aircraft  waiting  on  taxiways,  reducing  ground  noise  and 
emissions  for  close-in  residents  of  East  Boston  and  Winthrop. 
Dispersion  modeling  indicates  no  violations  of  tine  N/\AQS  at  any  of 
tiie  sites  shown  on  Figure  6.4-1  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR, 
including  those  at  public  beaches  and  residential  areas. 

Diesel  emissions  from  motor  vehicles  are  included  in  tiie  air  quality 
analysis. 


Section  1 .3  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  discusses  the 
importance  of  Logan  /Mrport  to  the  regional  economy. 


Section  1 .2  of  the  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  Section  1 .3  of  tiie 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  discuss  the  importance  of  Logan  Airport 
to  the  regional  economy. 

Implementation  of  the  Prefen-ed  Alternative  would  not  increase 
capacity,  but  ratiier  it  would  correct  a  series  of  deficienaes  in  the 
airfield  geometiy  and  operation.  Massport's  plans  to  handle  tiie 
ground  access  requirements  of  future  passenger  levels  are 
discussed  in  tiie  Logan  Airport  1999  ESPR  (previously  GEIR)  and 
its  subsequent  Environmental  Data  Reports  (Annual  Updates). 


Letter  303:  Constance  R.  Cecil 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 
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LETTER  304 


All  comments  must  be  received  April  22.  1999 

All  mail  concerning  the  environmental  impact  review  nro^r-cc  a- 

must  be  addressed  to:  mcludmg  filmgs.  comments,  and  all  associated  matcnals 

BobDurand,  Secretar>- 
Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention.  M EPA  Office 
Arthur  Pugslc>'  EOEA  No.  #10458 
100  Cambridge  Street  -  20th  Floor 
Boston.  MA  02202 


My  comn.en.s  ,o  ,he  EIR-Logan  Airside  Imnrn  ,  o,„  c.. .  ,,0,58  are  ^  follows- 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  304 
Peter  Clarke 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

304.1 

Ground  Traffic 

Access  to 
Logan 

The  cumulative  impact  of  the  increase  in  flights  on  ground 
traffic  congestion  was  not  sufficiently  addressed  in  the 
study. 

The  Preferred  Alternative  is  not  expected  to  lead  to  an 
increase  in  passenger  demand,  and  therefore,  it  will  have 
no  effect  on  congestion  or  delays  on  Boston  area  highways. 
Refer  to  Section  4.2.. 

304.2 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

The  solution  is  temporary,  and  does  not  fully  address  the 
transportation  needs.  We'll  be  back  to  the  same  position 
in  five  years. 

Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  Airport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions 
are  taken,  runway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high 
as  333,000  hours  under  a  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  Alternative  produces  immediate  and  long-term 
benefits  by  lowering  runway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had 
been  in  place  in  1998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the 
future  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of 
the  regional  alternatives,  the  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario  is  not 
expected  to  be  achieved  until  2015.  The  sooner  airside 
efficiencies  are  implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accrue 
overtime.  Section  4.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows 
that  delay  reduction  benefits  increase  over  time  as  traffic 
levels  increase. 

304.3 

Delay 

Model 

The  number  of  delays  has  been  artificially  estimated  and 
exaggerated. 

Refer  to  Section  4.4  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a 
discussion  on  the  estimation  and  modeling  of  flight  delays.  It 
includes  a  description  of  FAA  and  U.S.  DOT  delay  measures 
and  their  limitations,  an  explanation  of  computer  models  for 
estimating  flight  delays,  and  historical  data  on  delays  at 
Logan  Airport  and  other  major  United  States  airports.  The 
methodology  used  for  the  Airside  Project  includes  the  effects 
of  constraints  at  Logan  Airport,  and  produces  lower  delay 
estimates  than  FAA  modeling.  The  FAA  approved  all  the 
models,  which  have  been  validated  in  previously  published 
studies  of  Logan  Airport. 

Letter  304:  Peter  Clarke 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 
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All  mail  concemmg  the  environmental  impact  revicxv  nrocr«  .nri.  w 
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LETTER  305      ^  m1pa%^~  ^-^^ 

Arthur  Pugslc>'  EOEA  No.  #10458 
100  Cambridge  Street  -  20th  Floor 
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Dear  Mr.  Durand, 


My  comtnents  to  the  EIR-Lo^an  Airsid.  Improvements  Plan  EOEA  #10458  are  as  follows: 


Address  1/  (o  ,^,,7^ 
Phone       n  - 


i 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  305 
Nancy  Doherty 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

305.1 

Ground 
Transportation 

Access  to 
Logan 

How  will  you  address  the  cumulative  impacts  such  as 
additional  ground  traffic  in  the  tunnels  and  above  ground. 
How  will  you  address  additional  traffic  to  the  MBTA? 

The  Preferred  Alternative  is  not  expected  to  lead  to  an 
increase  in  passenger  demand,  and  therefore,  it  will  have 
no  effect  on  congestion  or  delays  on  Boston  area  highways. 
Refer  to  Section  4.2. 

305.2 

Delay 

Model 

Your  delay  reports  are  insupportable,  especially  to  my 
area  of  the  city. 

Refer  to  Section  4.4  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a 
discussion  on  the  estimation  and  modeling  of  flight  delays.  It 
includes  a  description  of  FAA  and  U.S.  DOT  delay  measures 
and  their  limitations,  an  explanation  of  computer  models  for 
estimating  flight  delays,  and  historical  data  on  delays  at 
Logan  Airport  and  other  major  United  States  airports.  The 
methodology  used  for  the  Airside  Project  includes  the  effects 
of  constraints  at  Logan  Airport,  and  produces  lower  delay 
estimates  than  FAA  modeling.  The  FAA  approved  all  the 
models,  which  have  been  validated  in  previously  published 
studies  of  Logan  Airport. 

305.3 

Public  Health 

Effects 

We  are  currently  under  attack  with  environmental 
diseases;  i.e.,  asthma,  cancer  in  the  area. 

The  available  public  health  studies  for  communities  adjacent 
to  Logan  Airport  were  reviewed  and  are  presented  in 
Section  6.8  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  Public  health 
status  reports  were  available  for  the  City  of  Boston;  however,  ; 
comparable  public  health  reports  were  not  available  from  the 
Public  Health  Departments  of  Chelsea,  Revere,  and 
Winthrop.  A  review  of  the  available  infomation  did  not 
indicate  any  causal  relationship  based  on  proximity  to  the 
airport,  nor  did  it  identify  hearing  loss  as  a  public  health 
concern.  The  available  public  health  studies  for  communities 
adjacent  to  Logan  Airport  were  reviewed  and  are  presented  in  i 
Section  6.8  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  Public  health 
status  reports  were  available  for  the  City  of  Boston;  however,  : 
comparable  public  health  reports  were  not  available  from  the 
Public  Health  Departments  of  Chelsea,  Revere,  and 
Winthrop.  A  review  of  the  available  information  did  not 
indicate  any  causal  relationship  based  on  proximity  to  the 
airport,  nor  did  it  identify  hearing  loss  as  a  public  health 
concern. 

Letter  305:  Nancy  Doherty 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 
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BobDurand,  Secretan- 
Executive  Office  of  En'vironmental  Affairs 
Attention:  M EPA  Office 
Arthur  Pugsley  EOEA  No.  #10458 
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Boston.  MA  02202 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  306 
Jack  Dolan 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code 

306.1 


Topic  1 


306.2 


Ground 
Transportation 


Topic  2 

Access  to 
Logan 


Comment 

The  ground  environmental  impacts  were  not  looked  at, 
these  will  be  increased,  traffic  through  the  city  and  the 
airport  clog  downtown  and  add  monoxide  to  the  air. 


Delay 


Model 


306.3 


Massport  delay  data  is  not  accurate,  delays  have  been 
reduced. 


Regional  Regional 
Transportation  Airports 


306.4    :  Alternatives        Runway  14/32 


Regional  solutions  have  been  half  looked  at  but  in  the 
70s,  the  reason  was  they  were  not  able  to  do  anything 
because  the  military  owned  the  airports;  now  that  they  can 
be  used  they  are  not. 

Once  again  Massport  is  jamming  an  unacceptable 
solution  down  the  throats  of  poor  communities  at  the 
expense  of  Lexington  and  Route  128. 


Response 

The  Preferred  Alternative  is  not  expected  to  lead  to  an 
increase  in  passenger  demand,  and  therefore,  it  will  have 
no  effect  on  congestion  or  delays  on  Boston  area  highways. 
Refer  to  Section  4.2. 


Section  1.4  and  Appendix  C  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
also  contains  a  discussion  of  the  FAA  and  U.S.  DOT  delay 
measures  and  historical  data,  along  with  comparisons  of 
Logan  Airport  with  other  United  States  airports.  The  delay 
situation  is  not  at  equilibrium.  FAA  Opsnet  delays  at 
Logan  Airport  peaked  in  1993,  declined  for  two  years  and  are 
rising  again.  Arrival  delays,  which  would  be  directly  affected 
by  Runway  14/32,  have  risen  steadily  since  1994.  In  fact, 
Logan  Airport  is  the  second  most  delayed  airport  in  the  nation 
for  arrivals. 


In  October  1996,  the  civilian  Naval  Air  Station  Planning 
Committee  rejected  redevelopment  the  South  Weymouth 
Naval  Air  Station  as  a  commercial  airport  because  of 
opposition  from  the  surrounding  communities  -  Weymouth, 
Rockland,  and  Abington. 

The  Environmental  Justice  analysis  in  Section  6.8  was 
expanded  for  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  Low-income  and 
minority  populations  were  defined  in  accordance  with  Federal 
Executive  Order  12898,  the  Final  United  States  Department 
of  Transportation  Order,  and  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality's  guidance  on  environmental  justice.  In  addition,  the 
analysis  of  low-income  populations  was  expanded  to  include 
households  at  150  percent  of  poverty  level.  This  analysis 
found  that  there  is  no  high  and  adverse  disproportionate 
impact  to  low-income  and  minority  populations  caused  by  the 
Preferred  Alternative. 

Adverse  impacts  are  not  predominately  borne  by  low-income 
or  minority  populations.  Only  21  percent  of  the  population 
within  the  65  dB  DNL  contour  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  is 
minority,  compared  to  the  Suffolk  County  minority  population 
of  38  percent.  Less  than  two  percent  of  the  population  within 
the  65  dB  DNL  contour  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  has  a 
household  income  less  than  150  percent  of  poverty  level.  The 
additional  area  within  the  65  dB  DNL  noise  contour 
associated  with  the  Preferred  Altemative  includes  a 
predominately  Hispanic  neighborhood  in  Chelsea  which  is 
predicted  under  worst  case  assumptions  to  experience  an 
increase  of  0.6  dB  or  less.  Under  FAA  standards,  this  change 
is  not  a  significant  adverse  impact.  The  minority  and 
low-income  populations  in  South  Boston  and  East  Boston 
affected  by  the  Preferred  Altemative  65  dB  DNL  contour  are 
almost  identical  to  the  No  Action  Altemative.  The  65  dB  DNL 
contour  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  does  not  extend  into 
Jamaica  Plain,  Roxbury  and  the  South  End.  Mitigation  of  the 
increased  noise  within  the  65  dB  DNL  contour  will  be 
provided  to  affected  communities  in  the  form  of  residential 
sound  insulation. 


Letter  306:  Jack  Dolan 
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Failure  to  address  mail  in  this  manner 


My  comments  to  the  EIR-Logan  Airside  lmnrnv.,.,n,.  p,^  £OEA  #10458  are  as  follows: 


307.1 
:307.2 


L  T^^^^T^*"*^^  nttr^rk,^  u  .v::Li'>q°-°^- 


307.4 


Name  WAeTV 


Address  \^  ^(X^  hX. 


Phone  <?ft^.^|flf^ 


t 

I 


i 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  307 
Marty  Epp 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

307.1 

Ground 
Transportation 

Access  to 
Logan 

...the  ground  environmental  impacts  are  not  looked  at  and 
the  doubling  of  the  number  of  passengers  will  increase 
the  Boston  area  traffic. 

The  Preferred  Alternative  is  not  expected  to  lead  to  an 
increase  in  passenger  demand,  and  therefore,  it  will  have 
no  effect  on  congestion  or  delays  on  Boston  area  highways. 
Refer  to  Section  4.2. 

307.2 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

...the  planes  go  over  the  water  for  only  a  mile  and  then 
turn  to  go  over  the  new  Seaport  area  ...[which  will]  have 
an  Opera  House... [The  planes  going  overhead  will 
adversely  affect  the  Opera  House. 

The  departure  paths  from  Runway  14  are  shown  in  Figures 
6.2-3  and  6.2-4.  The  jet  departures  from  Runway  14  (which 
would  generate  the  most  noticeable  noise  impacts)  continue 
over  water  for  more  than  one  mile,  and  the  flight  tracl<s  are 
bounded  by  the  existing  departures  tracks  from  Runways 
22L/R  and  33R.  Examination  of  the  noise  contours  in  Section 
6.2  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows  that  the  changes 
in  the  65  dB  and  70  dB  contours  due  to  Runway  14 
departures  and  Runway  32  arrivals  occur  only  over  water. 
Further  discussion  of  the  noise  impacts  of  Runway  14/32  can 
be  found  in  Section  6.2  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 

307.3 

Alternatives 

Preferred 
Alternative 

This  document  presents  a  short  term  "solution"  which  will 
end  up  in  the  same  place  within  5  years. ..with  triple  the 
plane  noise  and  no  long  term  solution. 

Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  Airport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions 
are  taken,  runway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high 
as  333,000  hours  under  a  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  Altemative  produces  immediate  and  long-term 
benefits  by  lowering  runway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had 
been  in  place  in  1998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the 
future  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of 
the  regional  alternatives,  the  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario  is  not 
expected  to  be  achieved  until  2015.  The  sooner  airside 
efficiencies  are  implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accnje 
overtime.  Section  4.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows 
that  delay  reduction  benefits  increase  over  time  as  traffic 
levels  increase. 

Letter  307:  f\/lartyEpp 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Code     Topic  1 

307.4  Noise 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


Impacts 


...asking  the  Inner  City  to  accept  and  endure  more  noise 
goes  against  the  Code  of  Environmental  Justice. 


307.5      Regional  Regional 
;  Transportation  Airports 


Massport  needs  to  consider  other  alternatives... to  look  at 
a  secondary  airport  that  incorporates  more  modes  of 
transportation,  including  ground,  sea  and  air. 


The  Environmental  Justice  analysis  was  expanded  for  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  Low-income  and  minority 
populations  were  defined  in  accordance  with  Federal 
Executive  Order  12898,  the  Final  United  States  Department 
of  Transportation  Order,  and  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality's  guidance  on  environmental  justice.  In  addition,  the 
analysis  of  low-income  populations  was  expanded  to  include 
households  at  150  percent  of  poverty  level.  This  analysis 
found  that  there  is  no  high  and  adverse  disproportionate 
impact  to  low-income  and  minority  populations  caused  by  the 
Preferred  Alternative. 

Adverse  impacts  are  not  predominately  borne  by  low-income 
or  minority  populations.  Only  21  percent  of  the  population 
within  the  65  dB  DNL  contour  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  is 
minority,  compared  to  the  Suffolk  County  minority  population 
of  38  percent.  Less  than  two  percent  of  the  population  within 
the  65  dB  DNL  contour  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  has  a 
household  income  less  than  150  percent  of  poverty  level.  The 
additional  area  within  the  65  dB  DNL  noise  contour 
associated  with  the  Preferred  Alternative  includes  a 
predominately  Hispanic  neighborhood  in  Chelsea  which  is 
predicted  under  worst  case  assumptions  to  experience  an 
increase  of  0.6  dB  or  less.  Under  FAA  standards,  this  change 
is  not  a  significant  adverse  impact.  The  minority  and 
low-income  populations  in  South  Boston  and  East  Boston 
affected  by  the  Preferred  Alternative  65  dB  DNL  contour  are 
almost  identical  to  the  No  Action  Alternative.  The  65  dB  DNL 
contour  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  does  not  extend  into 
Jamaica  Plain,  Roxbury  and  the  South  End.  Mitigation  of  the 
increased  noise  within  the  65  dB  DNL  contour  will  be 
provided  to  affected  communities  in  the  form  of  residential 
sound  insulation. 

A  discussion  of  the  Environmental  Justice  analysis  is 
presented  in  Section  6.8  of  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 


\  scoping  I 


The  altemative  analysis  conforms  to  FAA  and  MEPA  scoping 
directives.  The  impact  of  the  regional  altematives  has  been 
addressed  through  the  study  of  a  range  of  forecast  activity 
levels.  Refer  to  Chapter  2  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR 
and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  comprehensive 
discussion  of  regional  altematives. 
Massport  advocates  increased  use  of  the  regional  airports 
and  high-speed  rail  services,  in  addition  to  constmction  of 
Runway  14/32  and  the  other  airside  improvement  projects  at 
Logan  Airport,  as  a  comprehensive  plan  for  ensuring  an 
efficient  and  balanced  regional  transportation  system.  As  the 
analysis  in  Chapter  2  of  this  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
indicates,  these  off-airport  alternatives  are  expected  to 
reduce  aircraft  traffic  growth  pressures  at  Logan  Airport,  but 
they  will  not  eliminate  airside  delays  at  Logan  Airport  that 
occur  because  of  a  third  operating  runway  during  periods  of 
northwest  winds.  The  Preferred  Alternative,  which  specifically 
addresses  this  deficiency,  is  necessary  and  provides  clear 
benefits  at  current  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will 
only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at  the 
regional  airports  and  high-speed  rail  to  New  York  act  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at  Logan  Airport. 


Letter  307:  Marty  Epp 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


LETTER  308 


April  15,  1999 

Bob  Durand,  Secretary 

Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Af&irs 

100  Cambridge  St.  20*  Fl. 

Boston,  MA  02202 

Dear  Sir, 

D.  •  ^  registered  voters  in  the  city  of  Boston,  specificaUy  the  neighborhood  of  Jamaica 

Plam.  We  are  wrrtmg  to  let  you  know  that  we  support  the  conclusions  within  the  enclosed  report 
prepared  for  the  Community  Advisory  Committee  regarding  the  proposed  Runway  14/32  at 
Logan  Airport. 

We  strongly  urge  you  to  publicly  stand  with  us  in  opposition  on  this  issue  Please  see 
that  the  Logan  Environmental  Impact  Statement  recommending  the  new  runway  be  withdrawn  It 
should  be  redone  with  a  complete  study  of  all  alternatives  and  a  reahstic  focus  on  regional 
transportation  and  long-term  planning. 


Thank  you/or  yaur  attention  to  this  matter. 


Marty  (Martha^  Epp 
Judy  K.'Mencher 
12  Revere  St. 

Jamaica  Plain,  MA  02130 
(617)  983-0182 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  308 

Marty  (Martha)  Epp  &  Judith  K.  Mencher 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


308.1 


308.2 


General 
Opposition 


Response 


We  are  writing  to  let  you  know  that  we  support  the 
conclusions  within  the  enclosed  report  prepared  for  the 
Community  Advisory  Committee  regarding  the  proposed 
Runway  14/32. 


Comment  noted. 


Environmental     MEPA  ;  The  Logan  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Review  ;  recommending  the  new  runway  should  be  redone  with  a 

Process  ;  complete  study  of  all  alternatives  and  a  realistic  focus  on 

regional  transportation  and  long-term  planning. 


The  alternative  analysis  conforms  to  FAA  and  MEPA  scoping 
directives.  The  impact  of  the  regional  alternatives  has  been 
addressed  through  the  study  of  a  range  of  forecast  activity 
levels.  Refer  to  Chapter  2  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR 
and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  comprehensive 
discussion  of  regional  alternatives. 

Massport  advocates  increased  use  of  the  regional  airports 
and  high-speed  rail  services,  in  addition  to  construction  of 
Runway  14/32  and  the  other  airside  improvement  projects  at 
Logan  Airport,  as  a  comprehensive  plan  for  ensuring  an 
efficient  and  balanced  regional  transportation  system.  As  the 
analysis  in  Chapter  2  of  this  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
indicates,  these  off-airport  alternatives  are  expected  to 
reduce  aircraft  traffic  growth  pressures  at  Logan  Airport,  but 
they  will  not  eliminate  airside  delays  at  Logan  Airport  that 
occur  because  of  a  third  operating  njnway  during  penods  of 
northwest  winds.  The  Preferred  Alternative,  which  specifically 
addresses  this  deficiency,  is  necessary  and  provides  clear 
benefits  at  current  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will 
only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at  the 
regional  airports  and  high-speed  rail  to  New  York  act  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at  Logan  Airport. 


Letter  308:  Marty  (Martha)  Epp  &  Judith  k.  Mencher 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


dovp,:m  letter  309 


34  Jamaica  Street,  J amaica  Plain,  Massachusetts  02 1 30-38 1 9 

Tel:  (617)  522-41 12 


April  19,  1999 

Robert  Durand,  Secrctaiy 

Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 

Attention:  MEPA  Office 

Arthur  Pugsley  EOEA#10458_ 

100  Cambridge  St  -  20*  floor 

Boston,  MA  02202 

Re:  EIR— Logan  Airside  Improvements  Plan  EOEA  #  1045^ 
Dear  Mr.  Durand: 

y  -^lii.        IS  both  an  environmental  issue  and  a  social  equity  issue. 
Residents  of  Boston  and  neighboring  cotnmunities  cannot  be  ex,«cted  to  ,ol^,  ,y 

good  for  tourism  ffBor,r  ^  ^  Boston-neither  good  for  business  nor 

England  it  rusl  a SL'^"  ^       ~     —  hub  of  New 

I  urge  you  to  oppose  Runway  14/32  and  reject  Massporfs  EIS. 


with  the  construction  ofa  North-South  Rail  Tinu     ^  ^ 

=SL— ^^Sf 309.4 

outmoded  a.d  toadequaie  """^         of  mmsponadon  an= 

Finally,  I  think  it  is  ridiculous  to  a«c/.Tt      f  n 

major  cities  J^uch  as  i    ^^^^ ^-"^  o*er 


Sincerely  yours,  k 
Donald  H.  Eunson,  Jr.  |J 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  309 
Donald  H.  Eunson 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


309.1 


309.2 


Alternatives        Runway  14/32 


Environmental 
Justice 


Impacts 


I  am. ..opposed  to  the  proposed  expansion  of  Logan 
airport  witfi  runway  14/32. ..[the]  environmental  issue  [is 
increased  noise  and  air  pollution.] 


[The  social  equity  issue  is  that]  residents  of  Boston  and 
neighboring  communities  cannot  be  expected  to  tolerate 
the  increased  noise  [and  air]  pollution  ...from  tripling  the 
number  of  planes  passing  over  our  homes. 


Response 


Comment  noted. 


Current  traffic  trends  at  Logan  Airport  and  the 
regional  airports  indicate  that  Logan  Airport  may  not  reach 
29  million  passengers,  presented  in  the  Airside  Project  Draft 
EIS/EIR  as  a  "1999"  projection,  until  2003.  Continued  air 
service  expansion  at  the  regional  airports  and  the  introduction 
of  high-speed  rail  to  New  Yori<  in  December  2000  is  expected 
to  further  slow  Logan  Airport's  passenger  traffic  growth.  With 
these  developments,  Logan  Airport  is  expected  to  reach 
37.5  million  passengers  in  2015  ratherthan  2010,  and  the 
45  million  passenger  forecasts  will  not  be  achieved  until 
2024.  Thus,  the  planning  forecasts  that  underiie  the  delays 
and  environmental  analyses  cover  a  planning  period  of 
at  least  20  years.  Refer  to  Section  4.2  of  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  for  a  complete  discussion  of  the  planning 
forecasts. 

The  Environmental  Justice  analysis  was  expanded  for  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  in  Section  6.8.  Low-income  and 
minority  populations  were  defined  in  accordance  with  Federal 
Executive  Order  12898,  the  Final  United  States  Department 
of  Transportation  Order,  and  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality's  guidance  on  environmental  justice.  In  addition,  the 
analysis  of  low-income  populations  was  expanded  to  include 
households  at  150  percent  of  poverty  level.  This  analysis 
found  that  there  is  no  high  and  adverse  disproportionate 
impact  to  low-income  and  minority  populations  caused  by  the 
Preferred  Alternative. 

Adverse  impacts  are  not  predominately  bome  by  low-income 
or  minority  populations.  Only  21  percent  of  the  population 
within  the  65  dB  DNL  contour  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  is 
minority,  compared  to  the  Suffolk  County  minority  population 
of  38  percent.  Less  than  two  percent  of  the  population  within 
the  65  dB  DNL  contour  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  has  a 
household  income  less  than  150  percent  of  poverty  level.  The 
additional  area  within  the  65  dB  DNL  noise  contour 
associated  with  the  Preferred  Alternative  includes  a 
predominately  Hispanic  neighborhood  in  Chelsea  which  is 
predicted  under  worst  case  assumptions  to  experience  an 
increase  of  0.6  dB  or  less.  Under  FAA  standards,  this  change 
is  not  a  significant  adverse  impact.  The  minority  and 
low-income  populations  in  South  Boston  and  East  Boston 
affected  by  the  Preferred  Alternative  65  dB  DNL  contour  are 
almost  identical  to  the  No  Action  Alternative.  The  65  dB  DNL 
contour  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  does  not  extend  into 
Jamaica  Plain,  Roxbury  and  the  South  End.  Mitigation  of  the 
increased  noise  within  the  65  dB  DNL  contour  will  be 
provided  to  affected  communities  in  the  form  of  residential 
sound  insulation. 


Letter  309:  Donald  H.  Eunson 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Code     Topic  1 

309.3  Regional 


Transportation 


309.4 


Topic  2  Comment 

Regional  ;  Massportmust...explore  a  truly  regional  air  transportation 
Airports  plan  that  includes  expansion  and  better  utilization  of 

Hanscom,  Worcester,  TF  Green  and  Mancfiester 
airports— and  perhaps  the  construction  of  a  second  major 
metropolitan  Boston  airport.. .Other  major  cities.. .are 
successfully  served  by  airports  that  are  an  hour  outside 
the  city. 


Regional  Passenger  Rail  i  ...the  City,  the  Commonwealth,  and  Amfrak  must  move 

Transportation  |  fora/ard  w/ith  the  construction  of  a  North-South  Rail  Link, 

\  and  the  continuing  expansion  of  high-speed  inter-city  rail 
'  service  (serving  Boston-Worcester,  for  instance).  We  rely 
disproportionately  on  air  transportation. 


Response 

Logan  Airport  is  part  of  a  regional  system  of  airports  that 
includes  T.F.  Green/Providence,  Worcester  Regional  and 
Manchester  airports.  Massport  has  long  recognized  that 
service  development  and  increased  passenger  traffic  at  these 
airports  are  an  important  part  of  the  region's  long-term 
strategy  to  accommodate  passenger  and  activity  growth.  j 
Massport  has  actively  encouraged  the  development  of 
regional  airports  and  use  of  other  options,  including 
high-speed  rail  to  Logan  Airport's  largest  market,  New  York. 
Regional  sen/ice  was  examined  in  Chapter  2  of  the 
Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR.  This  analysis  supports  the  conclusion  that 
greater  use  of  the  regional  airports  will  provide  passengers 
within  the  sen/ice  area  of  such  airports  with  a  viable 
altemative  to  Logan  Airport.  Since  demand  within 
Logan  Airport's  primary  service  area  will  remain  strong,  the 
improvements  at  other  regional  airports  will  not  eliminate  the 
need  for  airside  projects  at  Logan  Airport. 

Because  the  development  of  a  second  major  airport  would 
require  ten  to  15  years  for  site  selection  and  environmental 
review  in  addition  to  a  multi-year  construction  period,  this 
option  is  not  viewed  as  a  solution  to  accommodating  forecast 
demand  over  the  next  20  years. 

The  restoration  of  Portland-Boston  rail  service  was  analyzed 
in  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR.  According  to  the 
Portland  Rail  study,  more  than  99  percent  of  travel  in  the 
Portland-Boston  corridor  is  by  automobile.  The  same  study 
estimated  that  restoration  of  the  rail  service  would  have 
no  impact  on  the  amount  of  travelers  using  air  because  the 
rail  travel  time  is  not  competitive  with  the  air  mode. 
Additionally,  the  air  market  is  estimated  at 
only  100,000  annual  passengers.  This  is  less  than 
one-half  of  a  percent  of  Logan  Airport's  total  passenger  tratf; 
in  1999.  Refer  to  Section  2.4  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft 
EIS/EIR. 

Chapter  2  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  provides 
discussion  of  the  entire  region's  air  transportation  system  anc. 
includes  a  discussion  of  altemative  modes,  specifically, 
high-speed  rail  and  the  extent  of  Massport's  active 
involvement  in  this  area.  Refer  to  response  to  Comments  6.6 
and  6.7. 


Letter  309:  Donald  H.  Eunson 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


COMMENT  PROCEDURE  for  Dnft        Airside  Improvement  (.K  a.  Runway  ,4/32) 


Comets  no,  rcfcn^n.  ,n  ,hn  FOF  A  fil.  ^Hstemavno^^^^,^ 


LETTER  310 


All  comments  must  be  received  Apnl  22.  1999 

Ail  mail  concerning  ifae  environmental  impact  reviexv  nrocc^  ,'nriM^;n„  fir 

must  be  addressed  to:  ^"''^"^  including  filings,  comments,  and  all  associated  materials 

BobDurand.  Secretary- 
Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Af&iis 
Ancntion:  MEPA  Office 
Arthur  Pugslcy  EOEA  No.  #10458 
100  Cambridge  Street  -  20ih  Floor 
Boston.  Ma  02202 


Murejo  ^dress  mail  in  fhi^LmMneo^^ 


on.commcnts  or  no  acfinn  nn  comment*;  at  f^W 


Dear  Mr.  Durand,  ' 
-  '°  "-^g'R-Lo^an  Airsid.  Improvements  Plan  EOEA  #,0458  are  as  follows: 


■310.1 


2m 


Ql 


Address  ^  S^^^  A^J^  ^ 
Phone     6>V.  S'2-M.^)3-^  — 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  310 
Magdalena  Fernandez 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

310.1 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

1  oppose  the  plan  to  build  the  runway  because  1  disagree 
that  it  will  reduce  delays  in  the  long  run. 

Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  Airport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions 
are  taken,  runway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high 
as  333,000  hours  under  a  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  Alternative  produces  immediate  and  long-term 
benefits  by  lowering  runway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had 
been  in  place  in  1998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the 
future  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of 
the  regional  alternatives,  the  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario  is  not 
expected  to  be  achieved  until  2015.  The  sooner  airside 
efficiencies  are  implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accrue 
over  time.  Section  4.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows 
that  delay  reduction  benefits  increase  over  time  as  traffic 
levels  increase. 

310.2 

Regional 
Transportation 

Regional 
Airports 

...development  of  another  major  airport,  outside... Boston 
to  "share  equally"  the  noise,  delay,  and  high  demand 
problem./ 

Because  the  development  of  a  second  major  airport  would 
require  ten  to  15  years  for  site  selection  and  environmental 
review,  in  addition  to  a  multi-year  construction  period,  this 
option  is  not  viewed  as  a  solution  to  accommodating  forecast 
demand  over  the  next  20  years.  Hanscom  Field's  potential 
service  area  overlaps  with  the  service  areas  for 
several  airports  that  already  have  the  necessary 
infrastructure  for  commercial  service.  These  airports  are  the 
Hanscom  Field,  T.F.  Green/Providence,  and  Worcester 
Regional,  all  which  have  had  or  are  undergoing  major 
improvements  to  their  terminal  buildings,  other  landside 
facilities  and  airfields. 

Letter  31 0:  fvlagdalena  Fernandez 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


comment  .0:  uraii  i^gan  Ainide  Improvement,  EOEA  #10458 

COMMENT  PROCEDURE  for:  Draft  Logan  Airside  Improvements  (a.k  a.  Runway  ,4/32)  EOEA  #.fl4.« 

All  comments  on  EIRs  (environmental  imnir-t  r»„^_\  . 

Ide„.,,.,„g  „un,5er..  J.     eTeI^ :Ser  r  ^^^^^^^ 


Comment  not  rcfcrnnn  to  Uic  FOFA  file  number  m.v  n..  ---H-r-rf 


LETTER  311 


Ail  comments  must  be  received  Apnl  22  1999 

mlls^t'^T  ~ts.  and  ;^.assoc,ated-^,cria,s 

Bob  Durand.  Secrctar>- 
Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention.  MEPA  Ofifice 
Arthur  Pugslc>'  EOEA  No.  #10458 
100  Cambndgc  Street  -  20th  Floor 
Boston.  MA  02202 


My  comments  to  the  EIR-Logan  Airside  Imnrnv.n,.n.c  p,an  EOEA  #10458 


follows: 


HI  .1 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  31 1 
Gerard  M.  Finch 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code 

311.1 


Topic  1 

Alternatives 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


Runway  14/32 


...for  people  who  already  feel  the  impact  of  the  noise, 
increased  noise  will  make  the  city  an  unbearable  place  to 
live. 


311.2 


Environmental 

Review 

Process 


Blue  Ribbon 
Panel 


This  is  a  short  term  solution.  The  problem  will  still  be  here 
if  the  runway  is  built.  An. ..impartial  panel  is  needed  to 
study.. .another  solution. 


Implementation  of  Runway  14/32  would  not  result  in 
substantial  noise  impacts  in  any  community.  Rather,  it  would 
enable  the  air  traffic  controllers  to  adhere  more  closely  to  the 
PRAS  goals  and  decrease  the  population  that  is 
most  severely  affected.  For  example,  implementation  of  the 
Preferred  Alternative  will  reduce  the  population  affected  by 
Day-Night  Sound  Level  values  greater  than  70  dB  by 
four  percent  with  the  29  M  Low  Fleet  scenario,  by  67  percent 
with  the  37.5  M  High  Fleet  scenario,  and  by  39  percent  with 
the  High  Regional  Jet  Fleet,  while  increasing  the  population 
exposed  to  Day-Night  Sound  Level  values  greater  than  65  dB 
by  two  percent,  zero  percent,  and  three  percent  for  these 
three  fleet  scenarios,  respectively. 

Refer  to  Section  6.2.5  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  and 
population  counts  presented  in  Tables  6.2-3  through  6.2-8  of 
the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 

Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  Airport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions 
are  taken,  runway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high 
as  333,000  hours  under  a  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  Alternative  produces  immediate  and  long-term 
benefits  by  lowering  runway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had 
been  in  place  in  1998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the 
future  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of 
the  regional  alternatives,  the  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario  is  not 
expected  to  be  achieved  until  2015.  The  sooner  airside 
efficiencies  are  implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accme 
overtime.  Section  4.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows 
that  delay  reduction  benefits  increase  over  time  as  traffic 
levels  increase. 

In  January  2000,  in  response  to  the  FAA's  review  of  the  Draft 
EIS,  the  FAA  called  for  preparation  of  a  Supplemental  Draft 
EIS  to  address  specific  issues  identified  by  the  FAA  following 
input  from  a  SDEIS  Panel  consisting  of  six  persons.  At  the 
FAA's  direction,  three  SDEIS  Panel  members  were  appointed 
by  the  Governor  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  and 
three  were  appointed  by  the  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Boston. 


Letter  311:  Gerard  M.  Finch 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


•1 1 


..ummcn..  .0:  ura,,  u,g,„  Airside  Improvemtnu  EOEA  #10458 

COMMENT  PROCEDURE  for:  Draft  Logan  Airside  .™p.ove.e„.s  (a. U  Runway  M/32,  EOEA 

Cprnments  no,  rcfr^n.  ,o  'hr  JOEAAMnbcuna^^^  LETTER  312 

All  comments  must  be  received  April  22  1999 

BobDurand,  Secrctan- 
Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 

Attention:  MEPA  Office  ^  . 

Arthur  Pugsle>'  EOEA  No.  #10458 
1 00  Cambridge  Street  -  20th  Floor 
Boston.  MA  02202 


My  comments  to  the  EIR-Looan  ^vJa^  i 

 n   ^ogan  Airyide  Improvements  Plan  FOFA  #|0458  are  as  follows: 


Phone  \J(ltna(C^ 


M 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  312 
Jacqueline  Gambarini 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

312.1 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

1  am. ..concerned  about  the  impact  Runway  14/32  will 
liave  on  the  environment.  Massporl  has  not  studied  the 
cumulative  environmental  impact... on  the  ground  and  in 
the  air...Massport  must  do  a  much  more  thorough  and 
accurate  study  on  the  impact... on  the  environment 

The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  analyze  the  environmental  impacts  of  the 
Airside  Project,  consistent  with  established  federal  and  state 
scoping  directives.  Appropriate  mitigation  associated  with  the 
Airside  Project  has  also  been  established.  Massport  has 
programs  in  place  to  reduce  the  environmental  impacts 
associated  with  Logan  Airport  as  a  whole.  These  initiatives 
are  described  in  the  Logan  Airport  ESPR  and  its  updates. 

Letter  312:  Jacqueline  Gambarini 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


COMMENT  PROCEDURE  for:  Draft  Logan  Airside  Improvements  (a.k.a.  Runway  ,4/32)  EOEA 


#10458 


Comments  not  rcfcmnp  tn  the  EOEA  fil^  nnmh^r 


may  not  he.  considered 


LETTER  313 


All  comments  must  be  received  April  22.  1999 

All  mail  concerning  the  environmcntaJ  imoact  revitviv  nr«^     •   i  j- 

must  be  addressed  to:  ^  '""'"'^'"8  ^''"gs-  comments,  and  ail  associated  mntcnals 

BobDurand,  Secretarv- 
Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention:  M EPA  Office 
Arthur  Pugsle>'  EOEA  No.  #10458 
iOO  Cambridge  Street  -  20th  Floor 
Boston.  MA  02202 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  313 
Thomas  Harrigan 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


313.1 


Altematives 


Preferred 
Alternative 


[Runway  14/32]  is  ill  conceived  and  stiort  sigiited. 
Please... develop  a  more  compreliensive  transportation 
plan  for  a  long  terni  solution. 


The  improvement  concepts  evaluated  in  the  Airside  Project 
Analysis  evolved  from  prior  studies  including  the  FAA's  Logan 
Capacity  Enhancement  Plan  (October  1 992);  the  Logan 
Runway  Incursion  Mitigation  Plan/Taxiway  Relocation  Study 
(December  1 993);  the  Logan  Final  GBR  (July  1 993);  and  the 
Logan  Airside  Improvements  Feasibility  Study  Phase  1 
Report,  published  in  July  1995.  The  FAA  evaluated  a 
numerous  physical,  operational,  and  administrative  concepts 
for  reducing  Logan  Airport  delays  in  its  Boston  Logan 
International  Airport  Capacity  Enhancement  Plan.  The  FAA 
recommended  several  improvement  concepts,  including 
unidirectional  Runway  14/32,  for  further  study.  These 
improvement  concepts,  as  well  as  concepts  from  other 
studies,  were  individually  examined  by  Massport  in  the  Logan 
Airside  Feasibility  Study  published  in  July  1995,  Based  on 
the  Feasibility  study,  some  concepts  were  rejected  and  the 
most  promising  concepts  were  combined  into  the  Altematives 
considered  in  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR.  The 
alternatives  analysis  in  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  is 
consistent  with  state  and  federal  scoping  directives  for  the 
Airside  Project.  The  results  of  the  Airside  analysis  indicate 
that  altematives  that  include  unidirectional  Runway  14/32 
provide  the  most  benefit  in  terms  of  delay  reduction  and 
ability  to  achieve  PRAS  goals. 


Letter  313:  Thomas  Harrigan 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


CO^^^^PKOCH>UKB^o.O..U.nAi..e^^,p.ve.en.3(a...Kunw3.M..^ 

s~^ss<isfennaio^^  LETTER  314 

All  comments  must  be  received  April  22.  1999 

AU  mail  concerning  the  environmental  ifflDact  revi-,n«  •   ,  ^■ 

must  be  addressed  to:  ''""^^  P^^^'^^  •"<^'"<i>ns  filings,  comments,  and  all  associated  matcnaJs 

BobDurand.  Secretar>- 
Executive  Office  of  Environmental  AfJairs 
Attention:  MEPA  Office 
Arthur  Pugsley  EOEA  No.  #10458 
100  Cambridge  Street  -  20th  Floor 
Boston,  MA  02202 

Failyre  to  address  mail  in  rhic  m^^n^,  miv  rrn.it  ,„  i  ■     r  • 
^"irfli  niii.iiiX 

.    My  conunenu  ,o  ,he  ElR-,.o..n  Air.id.,n.proven,en.s  Plan  EOEA  ..04..  „   


ds  ^^^^ 


I 
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Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  314 
Eleanor  Horner 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

314.1 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

We  in  the  Bourne  section  [of  Jamaica  Plain]  oppose  14/32 
[because  of  flight  volumes  and  noise]. 

Section  4.3  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  contains  a 
history  of  PRAS  development  and  perfomiance  at 
Logan  Airport. 

314.2 

Noise 

Impacts 

Our  once  quiet  neighborhood  is  now  noisy  because  of 
Massport/F/VA  unwillingness  to  disperse  planes  in  multiple 
paths  over  other  parts  of  Jamaica  Plain  and  Boston's 
Runway  27. 

Refer  to  response  to  Comment  314.1. 

Letter  314:  Eleanor  Horner 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


1 


i 


4 


Arth»ir  L.  Johnson 
48  Robeson  Street 
Jamaica  Plain,  MA  02130 
617-524-7911 


facsimile  transmittal    LETTER  315 


To:       Arthur  Pugsley,  Analyst,  MEPA  Fax: 


From:    Arthur  L.  Johnson,  Esq. 


Date: 


e-mail  arthur.pugsley@state.ma.us. 


04/19/99 


Ro-  Comments  on  FAA  &  Massport  EIS  Pages: 
CC:       Legislators,  City  Councilors,  EPA 


X  Urgent  □  For  Review 


X  Please  Comment         xPleaseReply       □  Please  Recyde 


I  cxxjW  rx3t  attend  the  Airport  meetings  but  vvant  to  voce  my  conce^ 

1.    Fai^distributionofflightmBase- Massport  meansamoree^ 

a  fairandequa]  distribution  of  tights  ag^ajlnaghto^  Amoc^tfige^edjomeng^^ 
willhavel^^gtfjefsmorg^      many  will  have  nonel  Is  that  fair?  I  cannot  imagine  my  famil/s  quality  of 
life  or  the  plummeting  real  estate  values  in  the  Parl^  rieighbortxxxl  of  J.P.  ona 
flightsovertieadeveryyear.andthatinoeaseisonlythe  beginning  ofabusiness  that  is  htent  on  growth. 
On  weekend  mornings  in  our  neighborfxxxJ.  outctoxB  one  has  to  stop  talWng  when  the  ^ 
becauseofthe  excessive  noise.  After  the  oommunit/s  20  year  fight  a  law  suit  and  an  environment  ^pad 
study.^^assportalignedal^Ru^way27fiightsoverFrBnklinParK  -  an  area  set  aside  to  provide  a  retreat 
from  urban  noise  and  activity.  The  dedaon  to  move  the  flight  path  over  FranWui  Pari<  was  Massport^s 
answertoaqualityoflifeoomlaints.  So.  Instead  of  addrBss.ng  the  source  of  and  quality  of  noise  ^ 
Massportjust  moved  the  noise  to  an  area  where  it  effected  6.000  fewer  p^  is  that  intelligent  problem 
solving.  Andinreality.itdoesn'taffectfewerpeople^planesftyovermyhouse. 
2.    Noisetevels:  ^  FAA  states  that  noise  levels  will  improve  as  of  2000.  because  of  new  require^^ 
engine  noise  tevels.  However,  the  FM  states  they  have  no  jurisdiction  over  small  planes  or  heii^^^ 


3.  ^^-^'^Qhtsperdai.Currenfly.tf^eof.s^tha^^ 

andfrec^soBamsofos^pbnesvv^  The  proposed  new 

o^vvaaflovvMasspattosci^dutef^  I  slart  hearing  .he  at 

6:09  on  weekend  nxxnings.  and  tt«  intent  te^ 
4.  '---e^-^offl^unacoepcabtena^ 

chhasme^p^^^^^^^^^^^ 
tt«convnun«/ssafefect«n.  Jurisdclion-  «he.«nooneen%v^^tf^authortytomai<ea».heded^^ 
TheFMhasax^d  overflight  paths  but  not  the  nun^erofptenesaltowe^ 

ApparentV.noentitycansay-enough.erxx^h.  We  cannot  accomnxx^  any  nxxB  planes  at  Logan. 
TheFMandMassportdaim  they  have  to  accormxx^ 
5.  ^^unitylnputoppoftunities-theenviaxvnental^ 

en^^ronn^ta,  ^pact  p^  is  ^  place,  we  are  ail  bcked  hto  a  ^ 
sotving.  -f^arerulesandrBgulatjonsonprooeduresandaut^ 

means  the  corrvmnrty  raises  questions.  Masspcxt  answers  by  defend^  fepositkxis  and  pla^^  Whats 
ttie  point 

6.  Whenlt^ktotheFAA.theyanswerone<^atatimewithans,^ers^ 

authority.  They  respond  with  yrrvted.  specific  Nbm^  They  are  not  organeed  or 

authorlzedtosolveprobtems.  TT^y  only  grve  out  infom^ .  They  have  no  ot^^tion  to  paint  the  whote 
picture-or  to  give  ail  the  facts  and  implications  of  the  fads. 

7.  HerearequestionswhichlwouWyi^cfeaissaiTWhydont^ 
autho^ity/capacitytodi^^ctairportusewit^.,herT«n^  ^^^.^^^^ 
passengers  can  get  to  Boston  or  their  destinatior^s  at  Rte  128  or  Rte495  just  as  quickly  from 
outside  in  to  the  City  as  through  the  phenomenal  traffic  jams  between  the  airport  and  the 
tunnels  and  then  west. 

8.  If  the  airport  has  fewer  delays,  then  more  planes  will  be  attracted  to  Logan.  It  is  a  fact  that  the 
proposed  new  runway  is  only  a  temporary  soiutior,,  pushing  the  discussion  into  2002  on  how 
much  air  traffic  is  too  much.  All  businesses  are  in  the  business  to  grow.  Let  Massport  grow 


315.8 

(cont.) 


in  its  regional  capacity-not  in  East  Boston  only  and  at  the  sacnfice  of  the  residents  and 
neighborhoods  Boston  has  been  working  to  revitalize  for  the  last  25  years.  Protect  your 
constituents.  We  have  invested  in  this  City.  You  spend  Federal  dollars  to  revitalize  City 
neighborhoods.  Are  we  out  to  undermine  the  efforts  ofthe  last  2  decades?  Haven't  we 
learned  our  lesson  around  neglect,  degradation,  blight.  Improve  the  quality  of  life,  do  not 
diminish  it. 

9.    Do  not  sacrifice  us.  Businesses  in  Boston  will  continue  to  flourish  and  grow  as  long  as  you 
protect  the  quality  of  life  in  Boston.  There  are  always  new  ways  to  make  money.  Witness  the 
invention  ofthe  condominium.  Nothing  physically  changed.  A  concept  -  a  way  of  thinking 
about  a  physical  resource  changed  and  suddenly  landlords  had  the  opportunity  to  increase  the 
value  of  their  holdings  by  doing  nothing  but  changing  the  ownership  structure.  Masspon 
ncgdstomakrnpnndirm^hift,  They  wouldn't  have  even  discussed  taking  over  Worcester 
Airport  if  the  communities  had  not  risen  up  against  Runway  14/32.  And  now  they  say  they 
can't  help  Worcester  immediately  because  of  lack  of  road  access.  What  about  public 
transportation-commuter  rail.  Wait  to  impose  14/32  until  Worcester  access  is  solved.  See  if 
we  need  it. 

10.  Do  not  allow  any  process  to  proceed  which  will  allow  Runway  14/32  to  become  a  reality  until 
other  ideas  have  been  implemented  and  the  effects  observed.  Once  you  build  it,  you  will  not 
be  able  to  turn  back.  We  will  suffer  forever  -  and  the  suffenng  will  increase  endlessly. 

1 1.  Mitigation  is  useless  -  who  can  soundproof  the  outdoors  -  make  the  Jet  engine 

manufacturers  produce  quieter  planes,  planes  with  no  jet  fuel  sprays.  3^59 

12.  Make  the  airiines  meet  all  maintenance  requirements  -  prevent  parts  from  falling  out  onto 

people's  backyards.  Do  all  of  these  things  and  then  talk  to  us  about  Runway  14/32.  31510 

public  hou^inp  romnky  from  Sn„th  Rn.rnn  rUr.,,^     -r..\,\,nnn  -tn  1 1  r,„ii,i„i  315J1 


Sincerely, 


Arthur  L.  Johnson    48  Robeson  Street,  Jamaica  Plain  02 
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Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  315 
Arthur  L.  Johnson 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code     Topic  1 


315.1    ;  Noise 


Topic  2 

l^unway  Use 


Comment 


315.2   \  Noise 


315.3    :  Noise 


Runway  Use 


Impacts 


Massport...[does  not  propose]  a  fair  and  equal  distribution 
of  fligfits  across  all  neigtiborhoods...some  neigfiboriioods 
will  have  less,  others  more,  but  many  will  have 
none...Massport  aligned  all  Runway  27  flights  over 
Franklin  Parle  [to  address  quality  of  life  complaints  and  to 
affect  6,000  fewer  people]... instead  of  addressing  the 
source  of  and  quality  of  noise  impact. 


315.4   :  Alternatives       Runway  14/32 


...my  family's.. .real  estate  values  [will  plummet]  in  the 
Parkside  neighborhood  of  Jamaica  Plain  once  there  are 
56,000  more  flights  overhead  every  year. 

The  FAA  states  that  noise  levels  will  improve  as  of  2000, 
because  of  new  requirements  on  jet  engine  noise  levels. 
However,  the  FAA  states  they  have  no  jurisdiction  over 
small  planes  or  helicopters. 

Currently,  those  of  us  in  the  northwest  flight  path  have  a 
relief  from... overhead  planes  when  the  winds  blow  from 
other  directions.  The  proposed  new  mnway  will  allow 
Massport  to  schedule  flights  over  Jamaica  Plain  at  any 
time. ..Increase  in  number  of  flights,  unacceptable  noise 
levels  and  inten/als  between  flyovers. ..are  the  key  impact 
issues. 


Response 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the 
Preferred  Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner 
that  is  more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals.  The  total 
number  of  departures  from  Runway  27  (over  South  Boston, 
Roxbury,  and  Jamaica  Plain)  would  increase,  but  the  number 
of  equivalent  jet  operations  would  remain  essentially  the 
same.  The  difference  in  these  communities  would  be  fewer 
nighttime  operations  and  more  daytime  operations  but  the 
same  noise  impacts.  Total  departures  from  Runway  SSL  and 
arrivals  to  Runway  1 5R  (over  East  Boston  and  Chelsea) 
would  increase,  but  most  of  these  are  non-jets.  These  runway 
operations  are  currently  mnning  well  below  the  PRAS  goals, 
and  the  unidirectional  Runway  14/32  would  allow  the 
controllers  to  approach,  but  still  remain  below  the  annual 
goals  for  these  operations.  Additionally,  by  increasing  the 
number  of  operations  over  water.  Runway  14/32  would 
reduce  the  total  annual  hours  of  dwell  and  persistence  over 
populated  areas  in  accordance  with  short-term  PRAS  goals. 
The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the 
Preferred  Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner 
that  is  more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals.  The  total 
number  of  departures  from  Runway  27  (over  South  Boston, 
Roxbury,  and  Jamaica  Plain)  would  increase,  but  the  number 
of  equivalent  jet  operations  would  remain  essentially  the 
same.  The  difference  in  these  communities  would  be  fewer 
nighttime  operations  and  more  daytime  operations  but  the 
same  noise  impacts.  Total  departures  from  Runway  SSL  and 
arrivals  to  Runway  15R  (over  East  Boston  and  Chelsea) 
would  increase,  but  most  of  these  are  non-jets.  These  runway 
operations  are  currently  mnning  well  below  the  PRAS  goals, 
and  the  unidirectional  Runway  14/32  would  allow  the 
controllers  to  approach,  but  still  remain  below  the  annual 
goals  for  these  operations.  Additionally,  by  increasing  the 
number  of  operations  over  water,  Runway  14/32  would 
reduce  the  total  annual  hours  of  dwell  and  persistence  over 
populated  areas  in  accordance  with  short-term  PRAS  goals. 
Refer  to  response  to  Comment  315.1. 


The  FAA  has  rulemaking  authority  over  the  noise  levels  of  all 
new  aircraft,  including  light  airplanes  and  helicopters.  In  fact 
there  are  provisions  of  FAR  Part  36  that  apply  to  those 
aircraft  types. 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the 
Preferred  Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner 
that  is  more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals.  The  total 
number  of  departures  from  Runway  27  (over  South  Boston, 
Roxbury,  and  Jamaica  Plain)  would  increase,  but  the  number 
of  equivalent  jet  operations  would  remain  essentially  the 
same.  The  difference  in  these  communities  would  be  fewer 
nighttime  operations  and  more  daytime  operations  but  the 
same  noise  impacts. 


Letter  315:  Arthur  L  Johnson 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


I 


Code     Topic  1 


315.5 


315.6 


Environmental 

Review 

Process 


Topic  2 

FAA/NEPA 


Comment 


Environmental 

Review 

Process 


Public  Process 


...tliere  is  no  one  entity  with  the  authority  to  make  all  the 
decisions.  The  FAA  has  control  over  flight  paths  but  not 
the  number  of  planes  allowed  to  land  at  any  one  airport. 
Apparently,  no  entity  can  say— enough  is  enough. ..The 
FAA  and  t\/lassport  claim  they  have  to  accommodate 
every  plane  that  wants  to  land.  When  I  tall<  to  the 
FAA... they  respond  with  limited,  specific  information  to 
each  question... they  have  no  obligation  to  paint  the  whole 
picture—or  to  give  all  the  facts  and  implications  of  the 
facts... Why  don't  we  have  a  regional  authority  that  has  the 
authority/  capacity  to  direct  airport  use  with  the  mandate 
to  set  limits  on  Logan's  capacity. 

...the  environmental  impact  community  process  [is 
inadequate]— By  the  time  the  environmental  impact 
process  is  in  place,  we  are  all  locked  into  a  procedure  that 
does  not  allow  for  problems  solving... [Instead] 
Massport... defending  its  position  and  plans. 


Response 

Federal  constitutional  provisions  (preemption,  commerce 
clause,  equal  protection),  federal  aviation  statutes  and 
regulations,  and  contractual  provisions  related  to  covenants 
in  connection  with  the  Federal  Airport  Improvement  Program 
grants  which  Massport  receives,  restrict  Massport's  ability  to 
limit  the  number  of  aircraft  operations.  Since  Aviation 
Deregulation  in  1979,  airiines  have  been  free  to  select  their 
own  markets,  schedules  and  equipment  without  Federal, 
State  or  local  intervention. 


There  was  an  extensive  public  participation  and  review 
process  during  the  preparation  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft 
EIS/EIR.  Public  comments  were  received  on  the  ENF  after  it 
was  filed  during  the  summer  of  1995.  In  the  fall  of  1995, 
several  public  scoping  sessions  were  held  to  provide 
community  input  to  the  subsequent  state  and  federal  scopes 
for  the  project.  To  assure  that  the  Airside  analysis  was 
conducted  with  awareness  and  input  from  all  concerned 
parlies,  the  Massport  Board  established  the  Airside  Review 
Committee  (ARC),  which  consists  of  the  Community  Advisory 
Committee  (with  representatives  from  24  communities 
surrounding  Logan  Airport),  and  1 1  businesses  and  industry 
organizations.  Massport  also  funded  independent  consultants 
for  the  CAC  to  provide  them  with  the  capacity  to 
professionally  assess  the  analysis  and  conclusions  of  the 
Airside  Study.  Between  1995  and  1999,  Massport  held 
16  meetings  with  the  ARC,  an  additional  15  meetings  with 
just  the  CAC,  and  several  meetings  with  the 
CAC  consultants.  In  addition,  Massport  made 
29  presentations  to  elected  officials,  most  of  whom  represent 
Logan  Airport's  neighboring  communities,  and  Massport  held 
45  meetings  with  community  and  business  leaders,  reaching 
an  audience  of  more  than  3,000  people.  During  the  public 
comment  period  on  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR,  the 
FAA  held  two  public  hearings. 

In  January  2000,  in  response  to  the  FAA's  review  of  the  Draft 
EIS,  the  FAA  called  for  preparation  of  a  Supplemental  Draft 
EIS  to  address  specific  issues  identified  by  the  FAA  following 
input  from  a  SDEIS  Panel  consisting  of  six  persons.  At  the 
F/VA's  direction,  three  SDEIS  Panel  members  were  appointed 
by  the  Governor  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  and 
three  were  appointed  by  the  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Boston. 
Under  the  direction  of  the  New  England  Region  FAA,  the 
SDEIS  Panel  convened  in  March  of  2000  and  then  met  at 
least  monthly  with  a  final  meeting  in  December  of  2000.  A 
total  of  12  meetings  were  held.  To  provide  the  appropriate 
background,  the  SDEIS  Panel  was  presented  with  an  Interim 
Supplemental  Draft  EIS,  the  Draft  EIS/EIR,  answers  to  key 
letters  written  by  members  of  the  public,  concerned  agencies 
and  public  officials  responding  to  the  Draft  EIS/EIR,  and  a 
series  of  1 5  visual  and  written  presentations  from  the 
Project's  technical  consulting  team  and  other  independent 
industry  experts. 


Letter  315:  Arthur  L.  Johnson 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Code     Topic  1 

315.7 


Regional 
Transportation  Airports 


Topic  2 

Regional 


Comment 

Business  passengers  can  get  to  Boston  or  their 
destination  at  Route  128  or  Route  495  just  as  quickly  from 
outside  in  to  the  City  as  through  the  phenomenal  traffic 
jams  between  the  airport  and  the  tunnels  and  then 
west.. .Let  Massport  grow  in  its  regional  capacity.... 


315.8  Alternatives 


Runway  14/32 


315.9  Noise 


...the  proposed  new  runway  is  only  a  temporary 
solution. ..f^/lassport  needs  to  make  a  paradigm  shift.. .Wait 
to  impose  14/32  until  [ground  transportation  access  to] 
Worcester... is  solved.  See  if  we  need  it. ..Do  not. ..allow 
Runway  14/32  to  become  a  reality  until  other  ideas  have 
been  implemented  and  the  effects  obsen/ed. 


Sound 
Insulation 


Mitigation  is  useless— who  can  soundproof  the  outdoors- 
make  the  jet  engine  manufacturers  produce  quieter 
planes,  planes  with  no  jet  fuel  sprays. 


Response 

Logan  Airport  is  part  of  a  regional  system  of  airports  tfTat 
includes  T.F.  Green/Providence,  Worcester  Regional  and 
Manchester  airports.  Massport  has  long  recognized  that 
sen/ice  development  and  increased  passenger  traffic  at  these 
airports  are  an  important  part  of  the  region's  long-term 
strategy  to  accommodate  passenger  and  activity  growtii. 
Massport  has  actively  encouraged  the  development  of 
regional  airports  and  use  of  other  options,  including 
high-speed  rail  to  Logan  Airport's  largest  market,  New  York. 
Regional  sen/ice  was  examined  in  Chapter  2  of  the 
Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  This 
analysis  supports  the  conclusion  that  greater  use  of  the 
regional  airports  will  provide  passengers  within  the  service 
area  of  such  airports  with  a  viable  alternative  to 
Logan  Airport.  Since  demand  within  Logan  Airport's  primary 
service  area  will  remain  strong,  the  improvements  at  other 
regional  airports  will  not  eliminate  the  need  for  airside 
projects  at  Logan  Airport. 

With  recent  sen/ice  developments,  Manchester  and 
T.F.  Green/Providence  airports  are  becoming 
attractive  options  for  air  passengers  that  originate  in 
communities  north  and  south  of  Routes  1-95  and  1-495.  By  its 
agreement  to  assume  operational  responsibility  and  the 
eventual  ownership  of  the  Worcester  Regional  Airport 
Massport  is  working  to  increase  air  sen/ices  at 
Worcester  Regional  Airport  and  is  wori<ing  to  increase  the 
airport's  role  in  accommodating  air  travel  demand  generated 
in  communities  west  of  1-95  and  1-495. 


Chapter  2  of  the  Supplemental  D  EIS/FEIR  provides  a 
discussion  of  the  specific  role  played  by  the  regional 
transportation  alternatives  and  steps  that  Massport  has  taken 
to  foster  use  of  these  altematives.  Uassport  has  long 
recognized  and  has  been  a  proponent  of  options  to 
Logan  Airport.  Together  with  the  regional  airports,  Massport 
has  implemented  a  regional  strategy  to  enhance  the  use  of 
options  to  Logan  Airport.  In  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR, 
Massport  identified  up  to  7.3  million  annual  passengers  that 
could  be  absorbed  by  regional  alternatives  that  include  use  of 
T.F.  Green/Providence,  Manchester  and  Worcester  Regional 
airports,  as  well  as  the  new  high-speed  rail  to  New  Yori<.  In 
the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR,  Massport  recognizes  that 
these  developments  will  slow  Logan  Airport's  passenger 
traffic  growth.  Logan  Airport  may  not  achieve  the  37.5  million 
passenger  forecasts  until  after  201 0,  but  rather  closer  to 
2015,  and  the  45  million  passenger  forecasts  may  not  be 
achieved  until  after  2020.  While  regional  altematives  can  play 
an  important  role  in  reducing  the  rate  of  future  traffic  growth 
at  Logan  Airport,  they  do  not  address  Logan  Airport's  inability 
to  efficiently  accommodate  current  levels  of  demand  during 
northwest  wind  conditions.  Runway  14/32,  which  is  designed 
to  correct  the  problem  with  Logan  Airport's  layout,  is 
necessary  to  correct  this  deficiency  and  provides  clear 
benefits  at  cunent  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will 
only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at  the 
regional  airports  act  to  reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at 
Logan  Airport. 

The  FAA  has  preemptive  rule-making  authority  for  quieting 
aircraft  at  the  source.  Neither  Massport  nor  any  entity  other 
than  the  FAA  can  force  manufacturers  to  comply  with  noise 
limits. 


Letter  31 5:  Arthur  L.  Johnson 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Code 

il5.10 


Topic  1 

Alternatives 


Topic  2 

Runway  14/32 


Comment 


315.11 


Environmental 
Justice 


Impacts 


Make  the  airlines  meet  all  maintenance  requirements- 
prevent  parts  from  falling  out  onto  people's  backyards. 


...Runway  27  flight  path  is  over  almost  every  public 
housing  complex  from  South  Boston  through  the 
Washington  Street  Corridor.... 


ntenance 


Response 

All  United  States  and  foreign  airlines  operating  at 
Logan  Airport  must  comply  with  very  strict  maintenance 
procedures  and  inspections  to  prevent  such  incidents. 
Runway  14/32  will  reduce  the  number  of  flights  over 
populated  areas  and  increase  them  over  the  harbor. 

Winthrop  is  actually  the  most  severely  affected  by  high  noise 
exposure  levels,  now  and  in  the  future  regardless  of  which 
altemative  is  implemented.  However,  the  Preferred 
Alternative  will  provide  some  noise  benefit  to  Winthrop,  as 
well  as  to  parts  of  East  Boston  and  Revere  that  are  also 
exposed  to  higher  noise  levels  than  South  Boston. 

Low  income  and  minority  populations  were  defined  in 
accordance  with  Federal  Executive  Order  12898,  the  Final 
United  States  Department  of  Transportation  Order,  and  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality's  guidance  on 
environmental  justice.  In  addition,  the  analysis  of  low-income 
populations  was  expanded  to  include  households  at 
150  percent  of  poverty  level.  The  data  presented  are  based 
on  the  most  recently  available  census  data  (1990)  using 
Geographic  Infomnation  System  (GIS)  technology  to  analyze 
impacts  at  the  most  detailed  level  possible.  Refer  to 
Sections  6.8.3  and  6.8.5  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for 
a  discussion  of  the  analytical  methodology  and  results, 
respectively. 


Letter  315:  Arthur  L.  Johnson 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


LETTER  316 


BARBARA  KAPLAN 
PLANNING  &  DEVELOPMENT 


April  7,  1999 

Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley 

MA  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
100  Cambridge  Street 

Boston,  MA  021 10 
Dear  Mr.  Pugsley: 

ways  to  ZroveTr^cJ  G^^^^^^^  'f'^'''''''^'  ^^h-  ^h^^^      many  oLr 

resource.  ^vkfin/J-Tr    r     ^  ,  ^'^^'^ """""^^  rTimnl 


in  the  Citv 

from  I    S  d™"  overh   d    M  V  """"'"^  for  no  relief 

represents  only  17%  of  ail  Logan  flights  LweverT7o7L,ntiT    .  '^'^  ""y* 

addilinnni  fliahfc  and  Prnwin^'    '"g"^"  "Q^gVgr,  1  7  /q  translates  into  "40  nnO" 

Of  five,  if  not  six  rsl^L.  rZZ.  ^'TJ^"''  "  ^^^^  ^.^        '"^'^'"g.  ^here  were  a  minimum 
Planes  roanng  overhead  in  just  seven  minutes,  and  this  is  a  common  pattern. 

poZL'Zrr  ^^^^^^^^^  -IL-  Vibrations,  environmental 

two  years  V^^t  a  Wri^tn  fh        f  ^'^  "'Pl^^  ^^^^^  wa,s  mnv^  nvf^r      head,  w.fhjn  thf  |n-|T 


S  a  qSnd  dtv's°2"  "^'^  ^^^^^^^  ^''P^^^  ^-^P°«'  modus  ope,td,  - 

quick  and  dmy  solution  and  push  .t  through  by  riding  herd  over  residents  valid  crcems. 

just  ^"''^"^^  ''''  ^h^'^  neighborhood  was  about  to  be  degraded 

P  ccrui  overlooks,  playmg  fields,  a  golf  course,  and  a  Zoo,  all  recently  upgraded 


P.2  fi.mmmmm?mmun^  mur  on n..nc - p.^^nn rnrinn 

remain  the  same.  AHnlyXn.^t  wIuW  /h"°"''     ^""f   '^''^      ^^^^  ^^^^^  ^ould 
subjected  to  the  impact  of  J^^ttv  07^^^^  ^«wer  households  would  be 

effected  area  would  be  hortoZilo^^^^^  ^'5  ^""'P^^  acknowledge  that  the  newly 
federal  laws  prohibiting  SiTsL^^fnv       ^"^.'"'^^''  "^^''^^"'^  ^as  violating 

Runway  27's  flight  path  affects  Parkside  residents  in  at  least  four  ways- 

^  ' SSS?^^==^=^  3165 

f  ^  claiii^T^'o  :.^,?a^r'g  '  W^^^^^  III  .III   Both  Masspo.  and  *e 

316.7 

arguments.  They  are  LV-?!  ous  ;boit  nor  H  'T"^^  ''^'""^      ^^P^  ^^^'^ 

iurisdiction  and  Lr.f!!    "piteous  about  not  dealmg  with  issues  over  which  they  have  no 

ih   g    t°a  fTde^l     erM^^^^^  solutions  by  default.  Although  it  takes  longer  to  effect 

interest.  At  publ  o^L  thev  h^eTeZ?  "•^'w'''  ^^'^^ '°  '^^^  ^°  "'^^^  "  ^  ^^eir 

H  "iit  lonims,  tney  hide  behind  jurisdictional  divides  to  suit  their  purposes. 

r^rk  With  .11  m.^  n  tol^nd^^  316.8 

S  Masspon  cre  jp.^L        Tu-^  thm  f^dflfP^^n  lOHg-tgrm  prowTh'>  This  must  take  place 

dela":  have  cLny^^^^^^^^^^  ^^"""^'^^'^^  As  3169 

anempting  to  imp  ment  Ru'^^^^^^         ^  ''"^J  "^^T  ^''^"'^       ^^^^^  . 

onlv  reduce  the  L^.rZ  *^""way  1 4/32.  It  is  a  strategy  that  they  themselves  acknowledge  will  Q 1  C  1  H 

rirV:  1  bV  n^^^^^^^^^^^^  by  20O/O  initially.  Tl,ey  also  acknowledge  that  ^  '  0-  I  0 

benefits  they  gain  Most  ImnortaX  rh  ''^  ^"""^  l^T'''"^  "''"^'"^""^ 

y  K  n.  most  importantly,  they  ignore  the  fact  that  Runway  14/32  will  msiamJi:. 


1 


P.3.  Argument  against  Runway  14/32  -  Barbara  Kaplan 

•  Ar;„:  efpir  "^'-^  '"--e  U,c  injection  „„ 

•  Do  not  ap:.rove  their  environmental  impact  statement 

•  Do  not  let  them  proceed  to  the  next  legal  level 

.     Include  all  involved,  affected  panics  and  .hose  wi,h  creative  ideas  in  d,e  pla™,i„g  process. 


via  a  harkM  np  „,„„,|      K„-..„.  „'  "•'  ;  |  '"""r .?         "  tit  W  tO  Pn  iL 

»  rte  W/.„ce  J„^„g  colZTe  'X  '  ""'A 

gygp/one's  roncems  f^n^  nrrdf  ^ 

^°d";::^:.^:d"S;^'e:  i^rt ""^^  ••^".""o 


316.11 


^^l^^1V|2^    >h.Lmimimen,al  dePraHM,.„        „„..,  ^  „  „„  J 


ank  you  for  your  attention  to  my  concerns. 


Barbara  Kaplan 
Concerned  Resident 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  316 
Barbara  Kaplan 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

316.1 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

1  urge  you  to  oppose  Runway  14/32,  [which].. .has  little  to 
do  with  delay  reduction  and  everything  to  do  with 
expansion  of  capacity  at  Logan. 

The  Preferred  Alternative,  and  specifically  unidirectional 
Runway  14/32,  would  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal 
airfield  capacity  of  approximately  120  operations  per  hour. 
This  capacity  is  available  at  Logan  Airport  approximately 
80  percent  of  the  time.  Runway  14/32  would  allow 
Logan  Airport  to  maintain  this  capacity  during  periods  of 
strong  northwest  winds  that  now  require  controllers  to  operate 
on  only  one  or  two  runways,  compared  to  the  typical 
three-runway  configurations  used  at  Logan  Airport.  The 
mnway  will  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal  operating 
capacity,  nor  will  it  encourage  or  induce  an  increase  in  aircraft 
operations. 

Letter  316:  Barbara  Kaplan 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Code 
316.2 


Topic  1 

Environmental 

Review 

Process 


Topic  2 

Public  Process 


Comment 


There  are  many  other  ways  to  improve  sen/ice.  Massport 
should  be  conducting  a  comprehensive  planning 
process... residents  [should  be]  at  the  planning  table 
before  they  push  fonward  with  changes  at  Logan.  The 
planning  process  should  take  into  account  regional 
resources,  existing  and  potential  intermodal  transportation 
improvements... and  the  quality  of  life.... 


Response 

There  was  an  extensive  public  participation  and  review  process 
during  the  preparation  of  the  Aiiside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR.  Public 
comments  were  received  on  the  ENF  after  it  was  filed  during  the 
summer  of  1 995.  In  the  fall  of  1 995,  several  public  scoping  sessions 
were  held  to  provide  community  input  to  the  subsequent  state  and 
federal  scopes  for  the  project  To  assure  that  the  Airside  analysis 
was  conducted  with  awareness  and  input  from  all  concerned 
parties,  the  Massport  Board  established  the  Airside  Review 
Committee  (ARC),  which  consists  of  the  Community  Advisory 
Committee  (with  representatives  from  24  communities  surrounding 
Logan  Aip)rt),  and  1 1  businesses  and  industry  organizations. 
Massport  also  funded  independent  consultants  for  the  CAC  to 
provide  them  with  the  capacity  to  professionally  assess  the  analysis 
and  conclusions  of  the  Airside  Study.  Between  1995  and  1999, 
Massport  held  16  meetings  with  the  ARC,  an  additional  15  meetings 
with  just  the  CAC,  and  several  meetings  with  the  CAC  consultants. 
In  addition,  Massport  made  29  presentations  to  elected  officials, 
most  of  whom  represent  Logan  Aiiport's  neighboring  communities, 
and  Massport  held  45  meetings  with  community  and  business 
leaders,  reaching  an  audience  of  more  than  3,000  people.  During 
the  public  comment  period  on  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR,  the 
FAA  held  two  public  hearings. 

In  January  2000,  in  response  to  the  FAA's  review  of  the  Draft  EIS, 
the  FAA  called  for  preparation  of  a  Supplemental  Draft  EIS  to 
address  specific  issues  identified  by  the  FAA  following  input  from  a 
SDEIS  Panel  consisting  of  six  persons.  At  the  FAA's  direction,  three 
SDEIS  Panel  members  were  appointed  by  the  Governor  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  and  three  were  appointed  by  the 
Mayor  of  the  City  of  Boston.  Under  the  direction  of  the  New  England 
Region  FAA,  the  SDEIS  Panel  convened  in  March  of  2000  and  then 
met  at  least  monthly  with  a  final  meeting  in  December  of  2000.  A 
total  of  12  meetings  were  held.  To  provide  the  appropriate 
background,  the  SDEIS  Panel  was  presented  with  an  Interim 
Supplemental  Draft  EIS,  the  Draft  EIS/EIR,  answers  to  key  letters 
written  by  members  of  the  public,  concerned  agencies  and  public 
officials  responding  to  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR,  and  a  series 
of  1 5  visual  and  written  presentations  from  the  Project's  technical 
consulting  team  and  other  independent  industry  experts.  The 
alternative  analysis  conforms  to  FAA  and  MEPA  scoping  directives. 
The  impact  of  the  regional  alternatives  has  been  addressed  through 
the  study  of  a  range  of  forecast  activity  levels.  Refer  to  Chapter  2  of 
the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
for  a  comprehensive  discussion  of  regional  alternatives. 
Massport  advocates  increased  use  of  the  regional  airports  and 
high-speed  rail  services,  in  addition  to  constmction  of  Runway  14/32 
and  the  other  airside  improvement  projects  at  Logan  Airport,  as  a 
comprehensive  plan  for  ensuring  an  efficient  and  balanced  regional 
transportation  system.  As  the  analysis  in  Chapter  2  of  this 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  indicates,  these  off-airport  alternatives  are 
expected  to  reduce  aircraft  traffic  growth  pressures  at  Logan  Airport, 
but  they  will  not  eliminate  airside  delays  at  Logan  Airport  that  occur 
because  of  a  third  operating  runway  during  periods  of  northwest 
winds.  The  Preferred  Altemative,  which  specifically  addresses  this 
deficiency,  is  necessary  and  provides  clear  benefits  at  current 
aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will  only  increase  in  the  future, 
even  as  developments  at  the  regional  airports  and  high-speed  rail  to 
New  Yori<  act  to  reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at  Logan  Airport. 


Letter  316:  Barbara  Kaplan 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Code     Topic  1 


316.3 


316.4 


Alternatives 


Topic  2 

Runway  14/32 


Comment 

Residents  of  Boston  and  surrounding  areas  who  already 
bear  an  unfair  portion  of  ttie  noise,  air  pollution  and  auto 
traffic  caused  by  Logan  will  be  permanently,  negatively 
impacted  witfi  triple  the  amount  of  planes  passing  over 
our  homes,  if  14/32  is  built. 


Alternatives       Runway  14/32 


316.5   i  Environmental  Impacts 
Justice 


316.6      Environmental  FAA/NEPA 
Review 
;  Process 


The  Parkside  neighborhood.. .is. ..right  under  the  flight 
path  of  Runway  27.  Flights  operate  at  one  minute 
intervals. ..starting  at  6:00  a.m. ..when  there  is  a  northwest 
wind,  allowing  for  no  relief... Massport  states  that  "56,000 
and  growing"  flights  is  the  "fair"  number  projected  annually 
for  this  neighborhood,  [an  increase  of  40,000  flights 
annually]... if  they  build  Runway  14/32. ..there  will  be 
flights  every  day  over  my  neighborhood,  regardless  of 
wind  direction. 


Response 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the 
Preferred  Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner 
that  is  more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals.  The  total 
number  of  departures  from  Runway  27  (over  South  Boston, 
Roxbury,  and  Jamaica  Plain)  would  increase,  but  the  number 
of  equivalent  jet  operations  would  remain  essentially  the 
same.  The  difference  in  these  communities  would  be  fewer 
nighttime  operations  and  more  daytime  operations  but  the 
same  noise  impacts. 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the 
Preferred  Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner 
that  is  more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals.  The  total 
number  of  departures  from  Runway  27  (over  South  Boston, 
Roxbury,  and  Jamaica  Plain)  would  increase,  but  the  number 
of  equivalent  jet  operations  would  remain  essentially  the 
same.  The  difference  in  these  communities  would  be  fewer 
nighttime  operations  and  more  daytime  operations  but  the 
same  noise  impacts. 

The  Preferred  Alternative,  and  specifically  unidirectional 
Runway  14/32,  would  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  nonnal 
airfield  capacity  of  approximately  120  operations  per  hour. 
This  capacity  is  available  at  Logan  Airport  approximately 
80  percent  of  the  time.  Runway  14/32  would  allow 
Logan  Airport  to  maintain  this  capacity  during  periods  of 
strong  northwest  winds  that  now  require  controllers  to  operate 
on  only  one  or  two  runways,  compared  to  the  typical 
three-runway  configurations  used  at  Logan  Airport.  The 
ainway  will  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  nomial  operating 
capacity,  nor  will  it  encourage  or  induce  an  increase  in  aircraft 
operations. 


Runway  27's.. .flight  path  was  moved  over  our  heads 
within  the  last  two  years.  In  response  to  a  suit  against 
Massport  filed  by  the  Runway  27  Coalition,  Massport 
moved  the  flight  path  over  Franklin  Park  where  it  now 
effects  a  predominantly  poor,  minority  neighborhood. 
...Massport  chose  a  ...short-sighted  tactic  [and  relocated 
the  flight  path  to  affect  6,000  fewer 
households]... Massport  never  notified  Parkside  residents 
that  their  neighborhood  was  about  to  be  degraded  [by 
relocating  the  flight  path  of  Runway  27] 

...Runway  27's  flight  path... inflicts  unacceptable  noise 
levels,  ...[which  is  extended  in  duration  when]  the  planes 
turn  north  or  south  towards  their  final  destination  over  our 
heads. ..many  of  the  planes  fly  at  lower  altitudes  over 
Jamaica  Plain  than  do  similar  flights  leaving  from  other 
runways... the  number  of  flights  will  continue  to  increase 
whether  or  not  Massport  builds  Runway  14/32. 

Who  is  there  who  can  put  a  limit  on  perpetual  growth  at 
Logan?  Both  Massport  and  the  FAA  claim  they  cannot 
limit  landings.  Who  can? 


It  is  the  FAA,  not  Massport,  who  was  responsible  for 
evaluating  and  implementing  the  new  departure  procedure  for 
Runway  27,  and  it  is  the  FAA  who  continues  to  refine  the 
procedure  so  that  aircraft  might  improve  their  conformance 
with  the  desired  corridor  specified  by  the  FAA  in  its  Record  Of 
Decision  for  the  Runway  27  EIS.  FAA  provided  notice  and 
opportunity  for  comment  throughout  the  Runway  27  EIS 
process  as  required  by  law. 

The  Preferred  Alternative  with  the  added  flexibility  afforded  by 
the  new  unidirectional  Runway  14/32  will  result  in  greater  use 
of  Runway  27  than  currently  exists  and  will  cause  increased 
noise  in  Jamaica  Plain  but  at  DNL  levels  well  below  60  dB. 


The  Airside  Project  will  not  change  Logan  Airport's  airfield 
capacity  of  approximately  120  aircraft  operations  per  hour. 
Regarding  caps  on  airport  operations,  federal  constitutional 
provisions  (preemption,  commerce  clauses,  equal  protection), 
federal  aviation  statutes  and  regulations,  and  contractual 
provisions  related  to  covenants  in  connection  with  the  Federal 
Airport  Improvement  Program  grants  which  Massport 
receives,  restrict  Massport's  ability  to  control  the  number  of 
aircraft  operations  at  Logan  Airport.  Massport  has  undertaken 
a  comprehensive  mitigation  program,  such  as  Logan 
Airport  Noise  Rules,  for  those  areas  that  fall  within  its  powers 
as  proprietor  of  Logan  Airport,  which  are  not  preempted 
under  federal  law. 


Letter  316:  Barbara  Kaplan 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Code 
316.7 


Topic  1 

Environmental 

Review 

Process 


Topic  2 

Public  Process 


Comment 


I  am  frustrated  with  the  public  forums.  There  is  never 
enough  time  to  obtain  accurate  and  complete  answers  to 
questions. ..public  meetings. ..do  not  offer  the  opportunity 
to  sort  out  any  one  idea  or  issue... Massport... are  not 
problem  solvers;  they  are  defenders  of  their  plans.. .and 
dismiss  arguments.... 


Response 

There  was  an  extensive  public  participation  and  review 
process  during  the  preparation  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft 
EiS/EIR.  Public  comments  were  received  on  the  ENF  after  it 
was  filed  during  the  summer  of  1995.  In  the  fall  of  1995, 
several  public  scoping  sessions  were  held  to  provide 
community  input  to  the  subsequent  state  and  federal  scopes 
for  the  project.  To  assure  that  the  Airside  analysis  was 
conducted  with  awareness  and  input  from  all  concerned 
parties,  the  Massport  Board  established  the  Airside  Review 
Committee  (ARC),  which  consists  of  the  Community  Advisory 
Committee  (with  representatives  from  24  communities 
surrounding  Logan  Airport),  and  1 1  businesses  and  industry 
organizations.  Massport  also  funded  independent  consultants 
for  the  CAC  to  provide  them  with  the  capacity  to 
professionally  assess  the  analysis  and  conclusions  of  the 
Airside  Study.  Between  1995  and  1999,  Massport  held 
16  meetings  with  the  ARC,  an  additional  15  meetings  with 
just  the  CAC,  and  several  meetings  with  the 
CAC  consultants.  In  addition,  Massport  made 
29  presentations  to  elected  officials,  most  of  whom  represent 
Logan  Airport's  neighboring  communities,  and  Massport  held 
45  meetings  with  community  and  business  leaders,  reaching 
an  audience  of  more  than  3,000  people.  During  the  public 
comment  period  on  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR,  the 
FAA  held  two  public  hearings. 

In  January  2000,  in  response  to  the  FAA's  review  of  the  Draft 
EIS,  the  FAA  called  for  preparation  of  a  Supplemental  Draft 
EIS  to  address  specific  issues  identified  by  the  FAA  following 
input  from  a  SDEIS  Panel  consisting  of  six  persons.  At  the 
FAA's  direction,  three  SDEIS  Panel  members  were  appointed 
by  the  Governor  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  and 
three  were  appointed  by  the  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Boston. 
Under  the  direction  of  the  New  England  Region  FAA,  the 
SDEIS  Panel  convened  in  March  of  2000  and  then  met  at 
least  monthly  with  a  final  meeting  in  December  of  2000.  A 
total  of  12  meetings  were  held.  To  provide  the  appropriate 
background,  the  SDEIS  Panel  was  presented  with  an  Interim 
Supplemental  Draft  EIS,  the  Draft  EIS/EIR,  answers  to  key 
letters  written  by  members  of  the  public,  concerned  agencies 
and  public  officials  responding  to  the  Draft  EIS/EIR,  and  a 
series  of  15  visual  and  written  presentations  from  the 
Project's  technical  consulting  team  and  other  independent 
industry  experts. 


Letter  316:  Barbara  Kaplan 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Code 

316.8 


Topic  1 

Environmental 

Review 

Process 


Topic  2 

Public  Process 


Comment 


Massport...[must]  work  with  all  parties  affected... to 
produce  a  workable,  long-range  plan  that  addresses  long- 
term  growth. ..before  Massport  creates  more  and  bigger 
problems  with  its  short  term... solutions.  Everyone  will 
benefit,  Massport  included,  if  the  push  to  change  is  halted 
and...  [Massport  involves  residents  and  other  outside 
interests  at  the  planning  table,  not  just  in  the  audience 
during  comment  periods.] 


Response 

There  was  an  extensive  public  participation  and  review 
process  during  the  preparation  of  the  Draft  EIS/EIR.  Public 
comments  were  received  on  the  ENF  after  it  was  filed  during 
the  summer  of  1995.  In  the  fall  of  1995,  several  public 
scoping  sessions  were  held  to  provide  community  input  to  the 
subsequent  state  and  federal  scopes  for  the  project.  To 
assure  that  the  Airside  analysis  was  conducted  with 
awareness  and  input  from  all  concerned  parties,  the  Massport 
Board  established  the  Airside  Review  Committee  (ARC), 
which  consists  of  the  Community  Advisory  Committee  (with 
representatives  from  24  communities  surrounding 
Logan  Airport),  and  1 1  businesses  and  industry 
organizations.  Massport  also  funded  independent  consultants 
for  the  CAC  to  provide  them  with  the  capacity  to 
professionally  assess  the  analysis  and  conclusions  of  the 
Airside  Study.  Between  1995  and  1999,  Massport  held 
16  meetings  with  the  ARC,  an  additional  15  meetings  with 
just  the  CAC,  and  several  meetings  with  the 
CAC  consultants.  In  addition,  Massport  made 
29  presentations  to  elected  officials,  most  of  whom  represent 
Logan  Airport's  neighboring  communities,  and  Massport  held 
45  meetings  with  community  and  business  leaders,  reaching 
an  audience  of  more  than  3,000  people.  During  the  public 
comment  period  on  the  Draft  EIS/EIR,  the  FAA  held 
two  public  hearings. 

In  January  2000,  in  response  to  the  FAA's  review  of  the  Draft 
EIS,  the  FAA  called  for  preparation  of  a  Supplemental  Draft 
EIS  to  address  specific  issues  identified  by  the  FAA  following 
input  from  a  SDEIS  Panel  consisting  of  six  persons.  At  the 
FAA's  direction,  three  SDEIS  Panel  members  were  appointed 
by  the  Governor  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  and 
three  were  appointed  by  the  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Boston. 
Under  the  direction  of  the  New  England  Region  FAA,  the 
SDEIS  Panel  convened  in  March  of  2000  and  then  met  at 
least  monthly  with  a  final  meeting  in  December  of  2000.  A 
total  of  12  meetings  were  held.  To  provide  the  appropriate 
background,  the  SDEIS  Panel  was  presented  with  an  Interim 
Supplemental  Draft  EIS,  the  Draft  EIS/EIR,  answers  to  key 
letters  written  by  members  of  the  public,  concerned  agencies 
and  public  officials  responding  to  the  Airside  Project  Draft 
EIS/EIR,  and  a  series  of  15  visual  and  written  presentations 
from  the  Project's  technical  consulting  team  and  other 
independent  industry  experts. 


Letter  316:  Barbara  Kaplan 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


f 

SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  Ell! 


Code 

316.9 


Topic  1 

Purpose  and 
Need 


Topic  2 
Delay 


Comment 


...before  Massport  creates  more  and  bigger  problems  with 
its  short  term. ..solutions.  As  delays  have  actually  been 
reduced  in  the  last  several  years,  Massporl  can  and 
should  wait  before  attempting  to  implement  Runway 
14/32. 


Response 

Logan  Airport  flight  delays,  as  measured  by  the  FAA,  did 
decline  between  1993  and  1997.  Nevertheless,  the  same 
data  show  that  Logan  Airport  was  consistently  ranked  as  or 
of  the  nation's  most  delayed  airports  throughout  this  period. 
In  1998,  delayed  flights  at  Logan  Airport,  as  reported  by  the 
FAA  increased  by  more  than  30  percent,  and  continued  to 
increase  in  2000.  In  2000,  Logan  was  the  second  most 
delayed  airport  for  arrivals  in  the  US.  This  represents  the 
worst  rank  in  Logan's  history. 

There  are  three  reasons  for  the  decline  in  delays  between 
1993  and  1997.  First,  in  1997,  the  number  of  hourly 
scheduled  flights  was  less  than  Logan  Airport's  normal 
operating  capacity  of  120  flights  per  hour,  unlike  1993,  wher 
airlines  scheduled  flights  well  beyond  Logan  Airport's  hourly 
capacity.  Second,  Logan  Airport's  hourly  demand  profile  is 
flatter  than  it  was  in  1993.  Airlines  are  spreading  scheduled 
flights  throughout  the  day  taking  advantage  of  Logan  Airport 
off-peak  hours  {e.g.,  10  AM  to  1  PM).  Finally,  airlines  are 
carrying  more  passengers  per  flight.  In  fact,  with  roughly  the 
same  number  of  flights  as  in  1 993,  Logan  Ai  rport 
accommodated  over  3  million  more  passengers.  One  reasorl 
for  this  is  that  the  regional  carrier  network  sen/ing  New 
England  is  more  efficient.  In  1993,  there  were  three  regional! 
carrier  systems  serving  2.1  million  regional  passengers  at 
Logan  Airport.  Since  1994,  Logan  Airport  has  been  served  b 
two  regional  airline  systems  (Business  Express,  now 
American  Eagle,  and  US  Ainways  Express).  These  carriers 
handled  2.2  million  Logan  Airport  passengers  in  1998. 

Key  lessons  learned  from  this  are:  1)  while  PPP  might  work 
conditions  of  overscheduling,  such  as  the  1993  environment 
because  there  is  no  sustained  period  of  flight  overschedulinc 
at  Logan  Airport  today,  PPP  would  not  provide  meaningful  j 
delay  reduction  in  the  current  operating  environment;  and  2) 
while  delays  declined  from  1993  to  1997,  Logan  Airport 
continued  to  be  one  of  the  most  delayed  airports  in  the 
country  because,  even  though  carriers  were  more  efficient  a 
scheduling  flights,  delays  caused  by  wind  and  weather 
continued  to  occur. 


316.10 

Altematives 

Runway  14/32 

...[The  preferred  alternative  will  only  reduce  the  impact 
over  some  neighborhoods  by  20%  initially  [and]... there 
will  be  increased  use  of  the  airport  every  year,  completely 
eliminating  any  short  term  benefits  they  gain. 

Implementation  of  Runway  14/32  would  not  result  in 
substantial  noise  impacts  in  any  community.  Rather,  it  would 
enable  the  air  traffic  controllers  to  adhere  more  closely  to  the 
PRAS  goals  and  decrease  the  population  that  is 
most  severely  affected. 

Refer  to  Section  6.2.5  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  and  " 
population  counts  presented  in  Tables  6.2-3  through  6.2-8  of 
the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 

316.11  Regional 

j  Transportation 

Regional 
Airports 

...14/32  will  instantly  permanently  harm  residents  by 
imposing  over  "40,000  and  growing"  more  flights  over 
neighbortioods... Boston  could  offer... [airport]  options 
within  its  greater  metropolitan  area.  To  do  this  well,  there 
has  to  be  an  intemiodal  transportation  plan.  Buses  and 
commuter  rail  have  to  get  people  to  the  various  airports 
along  with  diverse  roadway  approaches. 

Massport  supports  improved  ground  access  to  Worcester 
Regional,  T.F.  Green/Providence,  Manchester  and 
Logan  airports.  These  projects  are  discussed  in  Section  2.9 
of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  Since  passengers  do  not  j 
travel  between  New  England's  regional  airports,  (e.g., 
passengers  do  not  first  go  to  Manchester  Airport  before 
driving  to  Logan  Airport)  it  is  not  clear  why  improved  access 
between  the  regional  airports  would  generate  any  benefit. 

Letter  31 6:  Barbara  Kaplan 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 
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Letter  317 
Barbara  Kaplan 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


317.1 


Noise 


Impacts 


...in  Jamaica  Plain,  there  is  peace  and  quiet,  [when] 
there  is  no  northwest  wind  [and]  there  are... no  shrieking 
planes... An  earlier  (about  2  years  ago)  EIS  decided  that 
fewer  people  would  be  affected  by  the  Runway  27  flight 
path  if  it  moved  over  a  half-mile  or  so... [mining]  my 
peaceful  neighborhood. 


317.2 


Environmental 

Review 

Process 


Public  Process 


The  introduction  of  the  EIS  right  after  the  busy  year  end 
holidays  without  greater  community  discourse  on  how 
things  might  be  was  grossly  unfair... [Massport  and 
FAA's]  discussions... ask  for  participatory  planning  [to 
develop]. ..a  comprehensive  picture. 


The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the 
Preferred  Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner 
that  is  more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals.  The  total 
number  of  departures  from  Runway  27  (over  South  Boston, 
Roxbury,  and  Jamaica  Plain)  would  increase,  but  the  number  of 
equivalent  jet  operations  would  remain  essentially  the  same. 
The  difference  in  these  communities  would  be  fewer  nighttime 
operations  and  more  daytime  operations  but  the  same  noise 
impacts. 


There  was  an  extensive  public  participation  and  review  process 
during  the  preparation  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR. 
Public  comments  were  received  on  the  ENF  after  it  was  filed 
during  the  summer  of  1995.  In  the  fall  of  1995,  several  public 
scoping  sessions  were  held  to  provide  community  input  to  the 
subsequent  state  and  federal  scopes  for  the  project.  To  assure 
that  the  Airside  analysis  was  conducted  with  awareness  and 
input  from  all  concerned  parties,  the  Massport  Board 
established  the  Airside  Review  Committee  (ARC),  which 
consists  of  the  Community  Advisory  Committee  (with 
representatives  from  24  communities  surrounding 
Logan  Airport),  and  1 1  businesses  and  industry  organizations. 
Massport  also  funded  independent  consultants  for  the  CAC  to 
provide  them  with  the  capacity  to  professionally  assess  the 
analysis  and  conclusions  of  the  Airside  Study.  Between  1995 
and  1999,  Massport  held  16  meetings  with  the  ARC,  an 
additional  15  meetings  with  just  the  CAC,  and  several  meetings 
with  the  CAC  consultants.  In  addition,  Massport  made 
29  presentations  to  elected  officials,  most  of  whom  represent 
Logan  Airport's  neighboring  communities,  and  Massport  held 
45  meetings  with  community  and  business  leaders,  reaching  an 
audience  of  more  than  3,000  people.  During  the  public 
comment  period  on  the  Airside  Project  Draft  ElS/ElR,  the  FAA 
held  two  public  hearings. 

In  January  2000,  in  response  to  the  FAA's  review  of  the  Draft 
EIS,  the  FAA  called  for  preparation  of  a  Supplemental  Draft  EIS 
to  address  specific  issues  identified  by  the  FAA  following  input 
from  a  SDEIS  Panel  consisting  of  six  persons.  At  the  FAA's 
direction,  three  SDEIS  Panel  members  were  appointed  by  the 
Governor  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  and  three 
were  appointed  by  the  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Boston.  Under  the 
direction  of  the  New  England  Region  FAA,  the  SDEIS  Panel 
convened  in  March  of  2000  and  then  met  at  least  monthly  with 
a  final  meeting  in  December  of  2000.  A  total  of  12  meetings 
were  held.  To  provide  the  appropriate  background,  the  SDEIS 
Panel  was  presented  with  an  Interim  Supplemental  Draft  EIS, 
the  Draft  EIS/EIR,  answers  to  key  letters  written  by  members  of 
the  public,  concerned  agencies  and  public  officials  responding 
to  the  Draft  EIS/EIR,  and  a  series  of  15  visual  and  written 
presentations  from  the  Project's  technical  consulting  team  and 
other  independent  industry  experts. 
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Letter  318 
Barbara  Kaplan 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code     Topic  1  Topic  2  Comment  Response 


318.1 

Alternatives 

Other  Non- 
Construction 
Alternatives 

Mitigation  is  not  the  answer  for  increasing  flights  over 
neighborhoods  by  1 15%. ..delay  building  runway  14/32 
until  other  resources  are  developed  and  we  can  measure 
their  impact 

Unidirectional  Runway  14/32  would  give  the  controllers 
considerably  more  flexibility  and  allow  them  to  improve 
achievement  of  PRAS  goals,  and  redirect  many  flights  to 
overwater  routes.  During  very  high  demand  periods,  the 
controllers  currently  have  little  or  no  flexibility  for 
runway  selection.  The  addition  of  Runway  14/32  would  be  the 
single  most  important  mechanism  to  achieve 
equitable  geographic  distribution  of  aircraft  operations. 
Massporl  and  the  FAA  are  committed  to  the  PRAS  system 
and  have  been  making  improvements  since  1982. 

318.2 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

[Runway  14/32]  a  short  term  solution. ..if.. .usage  will 
increase  anyway,  then  the  20%  improvement  will  be 
eliminated  with  one  or  two  years  anyway. 

Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  Airport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions 
are  taken,  runway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high 
as  333,000  hours  under  a  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  Alternative  produces  immediate  and  long-term 
benefits  by  lowering  runway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had 
been  in  place  in  1998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the 
future  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of 
the  regional  alternatives,  the  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario  is  not 
expected  to  be  achieved  until  2015.  The  sooner  airside 
efficiencies  are  implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accme 
over  time.  Section  4.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows 
that  delay  reduction  benefits  increase  over  time  as  traffic 
levels  increase. 

Letter  31 8:  Barbara  Kaplan 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


COMMENT  PROCEDURE  for:  Draft  IJag„  Airside  Improvements  (a  k.a.  Runway  14/32)  EOEA  #.04.. 
idennfying  nuxnbers.  but  the  EOEA  mZr^r  f^Z  one  JiSh  it  1^°^  ^ 


Comments  ngt  referring  to  the  FOF/\  fil.  mmLjn^  be  con..d.r.H  LETTER  31 9 

All  comments  must  be  received  April  22.  1999 

All  mail  conceniing  the  environmental  impaaieview  nrnrr»«c  i^^i  m  cv 

must  be  addressed  to:  ^  ""^^  '"^'"'^'"^  ^''"S^.  comments,  and  all  associated  matcnals 

BobDurand.  Secretarv- 
Executive  Office  qf  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention:  MEPA'Officc 
Arthur  Pugslcj-  EOEA  No.  #10458 
1 00  Cambridge  Slireet  -  20th  Floor 
Boston.  MA  02202 


My  comments  to  the  ElR^Logan  Airside  Improvements  Plan  EOEA  #1 0458  are  as  follows- 

A\^dp  -^i^  tyrrwp uac^j.i^ 


fX)c 


Name  ^|  sa-  L:^^^/.^ 
Address  7_  //  ' 


Phone 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  319 
Lisa  Lederer 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

319.1 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

Already  there  is  an  unacceptable  level  of  noise  in  my 
neighborhood  from  existing  planes  overhead.  The. ..new 
runway  [Runway  14/32]  would  increase  the  noise 
threefold. 

There  is  no  indication  that  Runway  14/32  would  increase  the 
percentage  of  operations  that  fly  in  the  vicinity  of 
Jamaica  Plain  compared  to  the  percentage  of  operations  in 
the  late  1990s.  Furthermore,  the  noisiest  airplanes  were 
phased  out  as  of  December  31 , 1 999  and  the  total  noise 
exposure  in  Jamaica  Plain  should  be  improved. 

319.2 

Regional 
Transportation 

Regional 
Airports 

We  need  another  new  airport  not  another  mnway  at 
Logan. 

Because  the  development  of  a  second  major  airport  would 
require  ten  to  1 5  years  for  site  selection  and  environmental 
review,  in  addition  to  a  multi-year  construction  period,  this 
option  is  not  viewed  as  a  solution  to  accommodating  forecast  : 
demand  over  the  next  20  years.  Hanscom  Field's  potential 
service  area  overlaps  with  the  service  areas  for 
several  airports  that  already  have  the  necessary 
infrastructure  for  commercial  service.  These  airports  are  the 
Hanscom  Field,  T.F.  Green/Providence,  and  Worcester 
Regional,  all  which  have  had  or  are  undergoing  major 
improvements  to  their  terminal  buildings,  other  landside 
facilities  and  airfields. 

Letter  319:  Lisa  Lederer 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


C( 


77 
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J 
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COMMENT  PROCEDURE  for:  Draft  Logan  Airside  taprovements  (a.lc.a.  Runway  14/32) 
All  comments  on  EIRs  ^environmental  imnrirt  r»n»»\ 


Comments  not  rcf.m-n  to  the  EOF.A  fil.  number  n,.,..  ..^.j^,^,., 


LETTER  320 


All  comments  must  be  received  April  22.  1999 

All  mail  concerning  the  environmental  impact  reviciv  nrrvr^cc  Jn^i  a- 

must  be  addressed  to:  mduding  filings,  comments.  anjUL associated  matcnals 

BobDurand.  Secretary- 
Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention:  MEPA  Office 
Arthur  Pugsle\'  EOEA  No.  #10458 
1 00  Cambridge  Street  -  20th  Floor 
Boston.  MA  02202 


My  comments  to  the  EIR-Logan  Airside  Imnrovements  Plan  EOEA  #10458  are  as  follows: 


Address   //T  f<^tJOici-  tlyrmr. 
Phone  //7-f^7-^^7^  


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  320 
Mike  Lew 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

320.1 

Noise 

Impacts 

During  the  12  years  1  have  lived  in  Jamaica  Plain, 
the... noise  from  Logan  has  become  increasingly 
intolerable. 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the 
Preferred  Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner 
that  is  more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals.  The  total 
number  of  departures  from  Runway  27  (over  South  Boston, 
Roxbury,  and  Jamaica  Plain)  would  increase,  but  the  number 
of  equivalent  jet  operations  would  remain  essentially  the 
same.  The  difference  in  these  communities  would  be  fewer 
nighttime  operations  and  more  daytime  operations  but  the 
same  noise  impacts. 

320.2 

Environmental 

Review 

Process 

MEPA 

This  study  is  seriously  flawed  and  must  be  withdrawn  and 
restudied— ...doing  otherwise  will  seriously  compromise 
the  quality  of  life  in  eastern  Massachusetts. 

The  Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs  found  that  "...the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Report  (DEIR)  submitted  on  this 
project  adequately  and  property  complies  with  the 
Massachusetts  Environmental  Policy  Act...".  Refer  to  the 
Certificate  of  the  Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs  on  the 
DEIR,  dated  May  7, 1999.V 

Letter  320:  Mike  Lew 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 
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^"  '"■         ""S""  Airsiae  improvements  EOEA  #1045» 

COMMENT  PROCEDURE  for:  Draft  Logan  Airside  Improvements  (a.k.a.  Runway  .4/32)  EOEA  ..n^.. 

Cormnents  not  rcfcmng  to  the  FOFA  f;,e  numtv^r  n,.v   Hrrrd  LETTER  321 

All  comments  must  be  received  April  22  1999 

mlLr^t'^^Sl"'  """"^  '"^  ^'"-^  'O-^-  materials 

BobDurand  Secretan- 
Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention;  M EPA  Office 
Arthur  Pugslc>'  EOEA  No.  #10458 
1 00  Cambridge  Street  -  20th  Floor 
Boston.  MA  02202  ^ 


Name  (  r'^^&^  JS 


Address  z^y    Or.  rr  ^  .  v.,  y; 


Phone 


/  3  o 


Co 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  321 
Sal  Lopes 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


321.1    I  Alternatives        Runway  14/32  i  ...Runway  14/32. ..is  a  bandaid  solution. 


Response 


Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  Airport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions 
are  taken,  runway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high 
as  333,000  hours  undera  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  Alternative  produces  immediate  and  long-term 
benefits  by  lowering  runway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had 
been  in  place  in  1998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the 
future  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of 
the  regional  alternatives,  the  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario  is  not 
expected  to  be  achieved  until  2015.  The  sooner  airside 
efficiencies  are  implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accme 
overtime.  Section  4.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows 
that  delay  reduction  benefits  increase  over  time  as  traffic 
levels  increase. 


Letter  321:  Sal  Lopes 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


f 
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LETTER  322 

19  Roseway  St. 

Jamaica  Plain,  MA  02130 

March  15,  1999 

MA  Environmental  Affairs  Office 
100  Cambridge  St. 
Boston,  MA 

To  Whom  It  May  Concern, 


be  under  EPA'8  maximum  stanS  but  o^r^^.  ,lf  , '  ^  °""inue  to 

healtk  Massport  haa  not  do7^1Stomew„r.^o^X^,tf'^f 

its  neighbors  seriously.  nomeworJs  to  show  that  it  tajtea  the  health  problems  of 

'^2tt^2^':Z'j^r^Z':^'^r'  ^^^'^  ^^^^-^  neighborhoods.  Ihe 
18,000  a  y^ar  to  56000  a         TOelSh^      *  ""^Sf      "-^ase  in  fligiita,  from 
number  of  people  Xied  to  fte^Lts         vi^.?^  "I?"  "^I^"  ™' 

otfdfn:-^;r.7t°^rE€^^^^ 

i:^fflr~ofS£Eir^--^^^^^^ 

operations  over  thSe  nSoiW?  All^^^^^^  ""^^  proposing  to  triple 

no  plan  for  noise  abateme^^^se  ^IShl^  ""f ""V/^"'  ^urth^^^ore,  there  is 

s.si^TMS-.-i:?snS^ 

ants.  paracuJariy  in  asthma  ndden  communities  like  Egleston  Square. 

^'Kr^ia  'c^Sn^u:^^^^?^^^^^^^^      ^  -P°^         -  long-tenn  plan  for 
residents  of  Boston  MasZrt  mS^iin.  ^  ^^^^  ^«ks  on 

operations  at  Logan.  Itie  re^rt  Xc^rn^^^  ^^^^g  °-  expanding 

other  fadhty:  the  Hans^m^dd  M^^Tr^t^t      '"m^  "'^^J^^tion  of  Massporfs 
testified  that  the  peirentTg^Jf  Boston  X  ^^^^^P^^  employees 

passenger  load  To  SSSue  to  "^^^  ^'^^^  25%  of  its  total 

when  the  majority  oHte  ^er^^^  all  of  environmental  bunien  on  the  inner  dty 
constiniction  begSs  w^nTed  arn^^  the  aty  hnes  is  inequitable.  Before  any^ 
poUution  bunien  ^ong-term  sti^tegy  that  is  tiaUy  an  equitable  sharing  of  the 


Sincerely, 


MyraN.  Love 


Co 

3£ 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAR  EIS/FINAL  EIR 


Letter  322 
Myra  N.  Love 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


322.1 


Alternatives 


322.2 


Alternatives        Runway  14/32 


322.3 


Runway  14/32     ...[The]  Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 

Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement/Report... falls  short 
of  truly  describing  environmental  impacts  of  mnway  14/32. 
Building  Runway  14/32  will  allow  l\/lassport  to  increase  the 
number  of  flights  per  hour  [adding]. .  .to  air  pollution, 
particularly  for  East  Boston  residents... the  levels  may 
continue  to  be  under  EPA's  maximum  standards, 
but... they  are  clearly  affecting  residents  health. 


Alternatives        Runway  14/32 


The  building  of  Runway  14/32  will  triple  operations  over 
several  Boston  neighborhoods... from  18,000  a  year  to 
56,000  a  year. 


Two  years  later  settling  on  a  route  which  would  affect  the 
smallest  number  of  people,  the  majority  of  flights  off 
Runway  27  are  still  flying  over  densely  populated  areas  of 
Jamaica  Plain  and  Roxbury.  By  its  own  admission,  only 
35%  of  airplanes  are  flying  the  route  that  would  affect  the 
smallest  number  of  people.  Therefore,  when  using 
Runway  27,  the  majority  of  Massport's  flights  are  in 
violation  of  the  legal  proceeding's  settlement.... since  it  is 
unable  to  conform  to  the  guidelines  of  the  settlement, 
Massport  is  now  proposing  to  triple  operations  over  three 
neighborhoods. 


The  Preferred  Alternative,  and  specifically  unidirectional 
Runway  14/32,  would  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal 
airfield  capacity  of  approximately  120  operations  per  hour. 
This  capacity  is  available  at  Logan  Airport  approximately 
80  percent  of  the  time.  Runway  14/32  would  allow 
Logan  Airport  to  maintain  this  capacity  during  periods  of 
strong  northwest  winds  that  now  require  controllers  to  operate 
on  only  one  or  two  runways,  compared  to  the  typical 
three-mnway  configurations  used  at  Logan  Airport.  The 
runway  will  not  increase  Logan  Airport's  normal  operating 
capacity,  nor  will  it  encourage  or  induce  an  increase  in  aircraft 
operations. 

Refer  to  Section  8.2  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR,  which 
cleariy  states  that  Option  C  is  the  preferred  layout  for 
Runway  14/32  and  that  Option  C  requires  determination  of 
acceptable  level  of  safety.  Refer  to  Section  8.2  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR,  which  cleariy  states  that  Option  C 
is  the  preferred  layout  for  Runway  14/32  and  that  Option  C 
requires  determination  of  acceptable  level  of  safety. 
There  is  no  indication  that  Runway  14/32  would  increase  the 
percentage  of  operations  that  fly  in  the  vicinity  of 
Jamaica  Plain  compared  to  the  percentage  of  operations  in 
the  late  1990s.  Furthermore,  the  noisiest  airplanes  were 
phased  out  as  of  December  31 , 1999  and  the  total  noise 
exposure  in  Jamaica  Plain  should  be  improved. 

The  goals  of  the  Airside  Project  are  to  reduce  delay,  increase 
the  airport's  efficiency,  and  improve  airfield  safety  in  an 
environmentally  responsible  manner. 
Unidirectional  Runway  14/32  would  also  give  the  controllers 
considerably  more  flexibility  and  allow  them  to  improve 
achievement  of  PRAS  goals,  and  redirect  many  flights  to 
overwater  routes.  During  very  high  demand  periods,  the 
controllers  currently  have  little  or  no  flexibility  for 
njnway  selection.  The  addition  of  Runway  14/32  would  be  the 
single  most  important  mechanism  to  achieve 
equitable  geographic  distribution  of  aircraft  operations. 
Massport  and  the  FAA  are  committed  to  the  PRAS  system 
and  have  been  making  improvements  since  1982. 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the 
Preferred  Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner 
that  is  more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals.  The  total 
number  of  departures  from  Runway  27  (over  South  Boston, 
Roxbury,  and  Jamaica  Plain)  would  increase,  but  the  number 
of  equivalent  jet  operations  would  remain  essentially  the 
same.  The  difference  in  these  communities  would  be  fewer 
nighttime  operations  and  more  daytime  operations  but  the 
same  noise  impacts. 


Letter  322:  IVIyraN.  Love 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Code 

322.4 


Topic  1 

Noise 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Impacts 


322.5     Public  Health  Effects 


...there  is  no  plan  for  noise  abatement  in. ..[the  affected] 
neighborhoods. 


I 


Response 

Logan  Airport  has  one  of  the  most  comprehensive  and 
progressive  sound  insulation  programs  of  any  airport  in  the 
country.  It  was  initiated  in  1980  before  any  airport  began 
receiving  federal  funding  to  soundproof  homes  under  FAR  Part 
150.  It  is  the  only  program  in  the  country  to  offer  residents  extra 
sound  insulation  treatment  in  a  "room  of  preference"  chosen  by 
the  homeowner  and  it  is  the  only  program  in  the  country 
attempting  to  receive  FAA  approval  to  expand  the  area  of 
eligibility  by  accounting  for  hill  effects.  In  addition,  as  of  the 
1999-2000  construction  season,  FAA  grants  covering 
80  percent  of  the  cost  of  sound  insulation  (paid  for  by  airiine 
ticket  taxes),  combined  with  funds  provided  by  l^/lassport 
through  Passenger  Facility  Charges  and  landing  fees,  had  fully 
funded  the  sound  insulation  of  all  eligible  dwelling  units  in 
Massporf  s  current  sound  insulation  program.  Despite  this 
accomplishment,  Massport  continues  to  seek  means  of 
expanding  its  sound  insulation  program  exclusive  of 
FAA's  decision  on  this  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  If  the  FAA 
approves  the  Preferred  Alternative,  Massport  is  committed  to 
expanding  the  program  to  include  all  additionally  eligible 
residences. 


322.6 


Alternatives 


Preferred 
Alternative 


...Massport  makes  no  effort  to  look  at  the  combined  effect 
of  a  300%  increase  in  noise  pollution  with  the 
environmental  health  risks  from  diesel  fumes  and  other 
contaminants,  particularly  in  asthma  ridden  communities 
like  Egleston  Square. 


The  available  public  health  studies  for  communities  adjacent 
to  Logan  Airport  were  reviewed  and  are  presented  in 
Section  6.8  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  Public  health 
status  reports  were  available  for  the  City  of  Boston;  however, 
comparable  public  health  reports  were  not  available  from  the 
Public  Health  Departments  of  Chelsea,  Revere,  and 
Winthrop.  A  review  of  the  available  information  did  not 
indicate  any  causal  relationship  based  on  proximity  to  the 
airport,  nor  did  it  identify  hearing  loss  as  a  public  health 
concern. 

The  1 999  Massachusetts  budget  included  $150,000  to  fund 
an  environmental  assessment  of  the  health  impacts  of  Log 
Airport  on  any  community  located  within  a  five-mile  radius  : 
the  airport.  The  final  protocol  for  the  study  is  being 
developed.  The  study  is  expected  to  be  completed  in  summer 
2002. 


Massport's  current  plan  is  a  stop-gap  solution.  The  draft 
report  offers  no  long-term  plan  for  growth  after  2010. 


Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  Airport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions 
are  taken,  runway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high 
as  333,000  hours  under  a  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  Alternative  produces  immediate  and  long-term 
benefits  by  lowering  mnway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had 
been  in  place  in  1998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the 
future  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of 
the  regional  alternatives,  the  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario  is  not 
expected  to  be  achieved  until  2015.  The  sooner  airside 
efficiencies  are  implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accme 
over  time.  Section  4.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows 
that  delay  reduction  benefits  increase  over  time  as  traffic 
levels  increase. 

  -  -  ■■ 


Letter  322:  Myra  N.  Love 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


322.7    1  Regional  Regional 
Transportation  Airports 


Comment 

Massport  must  present  other  options  besides  not  building 
or  expanding  operations  at  Logan.  The  report  is 
incomplete  without  serious  consideration  of  Massport's 
other  facility:  the  Hanscom  airfield.  Massport  employees 
testified  that  the  percentage  of  Boston  residents  who  use 
Logan  is  under  25%  of  its  total  passenger  load.  To 
continue  to  impose  all  of  the  environmental  burden  on  the 
inner  city  when  the  majority  of  its  users  are  from  outside 
the  city  lines  is  inequitable... we  need  a  long-term  strategy 
that  is  truly  an  equitable  sharing  of  the  pollution  burden. 


Response 

The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  specifically  considered  the  role  of  Hanscom  Field 
in  the  analysis  of  regional  alternatives.  Hanscom  Field,  which 
serves  as  a  general  aviation  reliever  airport  to  Logan  Airport, 
already  accommodates  a  significant  number  of  aircraft 
operations  (183,000  operations  in  1998).  The  Hanscom  Field 
activity  includes  private,  business,  charter,  and  air  taxi 
operations  that  might  othera/ise  use  Logan  Airport.  Since  the 
Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  was  filed,  Shuttle  America,  a 
newly  founded  airiine,  began  commercial  scheduled 
operations  at  Hanscom  Field,  offering  limited  turiaoprop 
services  to  short-haul  regional  mari<ets  -  Trenton,  Buffalo, 
Hartford  (discontinued),  Wilmington,  Delaware  (discontinued), 
and  Greensboro.  Shuttle  America  is  also  conducting 
operations  between  Hanscom  and  New  York 
LaGuardia  Airport.  While  IVIassport  supports  commercial 
service  at  Hanscom  Field  consistent  with  its  established 
policy  (60-seat  regulation),  it  believes  that  Hanscom  Field  will 
maintain  its  role  as  a  major  general  aviation  reliever,  and  that 
its  geographic  proximity  to  Logan,  Worcester  Regional  and 
l\yianchester  airports  will  prevent  its  development  as  a 
significant  commercial  airport.  Additionally,  commuter  airiines 
serving  Logan  Airport  are  unlikely  to  move  a  significant 
number  of  flights  from  Logan  Airport  to  Hanscom  Field,  since 
approximately  50  percent  of  passengers  on  Logan  Airport's 
commuter  flights  connect  to  other  Logan  Airport  flights. 
However,  any  new  commercial  service  initiatives  proposed  for 
Hanscom  Field  shall  be  reviewed  for  consistency  with  the 
Hanscom  GEIR  (HGEIR),  its  Annual  Updates,  and 
applicable  regulatory  limitations,  and  shall  be  considered  by 
the  Hanscom  Field  Advisory  Committee.  Refer  to  Section  2.6 
of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  discussion  of 
Hanscom  Field.  The  environmental  impacts  of 
commercial  sen/ices  at  Hanscom  Field  are  summarized  from 
the  HGEIR  and  appear  in  Appendix  B  of  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR. 


Letter  322:  l\/Iyra  N.  Love 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 
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.  „.„  i^gan  Airaae  Improvements  EOEA  #10453 

COMMENT  PROCEDURH  fo.  o,ft  Logan  Airside  Improvements  (a  U.  Runway  ,4/32)  EOEA  ..04.. 
All  comments  on  EIRs  (environmental  Jmnart  r^««^\      .  /• 

,den.„.i„«  n^be..  but  the  EmtTSTtS  TZ^  ^ ^^"J^ ™> 

Comments  not  rcf.rnr»  to  , he  Ff)FA  fi..„.._u.,^„  „o,  b„oa,iri,^  LETTER  323 

All  comments  must  be  received  April  22.  1999 

All  mail  concerning  the  environmental  imoact  revipvv  n™..  •   i  j- 

must  be  addressed  to:  ^  '"^'"'^•"8  ^''"8^-  comments,  and  all  associatedlhatcnals 

Bob  Durand,  Secrctar>-  "    .  . 

Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 

Attention:  MEPA  Office 

Arthur  Pugslcy  EOEA  No.  #10458 

1 00  Cambridge  Street  -  20th  Floor 

Boston.  MA  02202 


My  commems  to  the  EIR-Logan  A^Vside  lmnrov.n.>n..  p„„  EOEA  #,0458  are  as  follows: 


Name 


Address  ^^^^^ 
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Phone 
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Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  323 
Will  Lyman 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code     Topic!  Topic  2  Comment  Response 


'  323.1  ' 

Ground 
Transportation 

Access  to  Logan 

The  study  does  not  address  cumulative  impact  of  airside 
changes  on  ground  transportation. 

The  Preferred  Alternative  is  not  expected  to  lead  to  an  increase  in 
passenger  demand,  and  therefore,  it  will  have  no  effect  on 
congestion  or  delays  on  Boston  area  highways. 

323.2 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

"Over  the  water"  routes  also  impact  Dorchester,  South  Boston, 
Milton,  Quincy,  etc. 

The  analysis  in  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  shows  that,  because  PPP  eliminates  a  small  number  of 
small  aircraft  operations,  it  does  not  produce  any  environmental 
benefits  or  impacts.  The  potential  impact  of  PPP  on  the  fleet  mix  at 
Logan  Airport  is  discussed  in  Section  4.5.2  of  the  Supplemental 

deisfeir. 

323.3 

Land  Use 

Land  Use 
Compatatiility 

Does  not  take  into  account  disruption  of  new  Opera  House. 

Implementation  of  Runway  1 4/32  would  not  result  in  substantial 
noise  impacts  in  any  community.  Rather,  it  would  enable  the  air 
traffic  controllers  to  adhere  more  closely  to  the  PRAS  goals  and 
decrease  the  population  that  is  most  severely  affected.  Refer  to 
Section  6.2.5  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  and  population  counts 
presented  in  Tables  6.2-3  through  6.2-8  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 

323.4 

Alternatives 

Preferred 
Alternative 

The  most  important  "benefit'  the  lessening  of  delays,  is 
completely  negated  within  10  years. 

Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  /^rport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions  are 
taken,  mnway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high  as 
333,000  hours  under  a  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  /\ltemative  produces  immediate  and  long-term  benefits  by  ; 
lowering  runway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had  been  in  place  in 
1 998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the  future 
37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of  the  regional 
alternatives,  the  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario  is  not  expected  to  be 
achieved  until  201 5.  The  sooner  airside  efficiencies  are 
implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accrue  over  time.  Section  4.6  of  i 
the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows  that  delay  reduction  benefits 
increase  over  time  as  traffic  levels  increase. 

Letter  323:  Will  Lyman 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Code     Topic  1 

"323.5 


Topic  2 

Regional  Regional 
Transportation  Aiiports 


Comment 

No  examination  was  made  of  altemative  airfields,  not  even 
Hanscom,  which  is  owned  by  Massport 


323.6 


Analytical 

Assumptions/ 

Methodologies 


Delay  Model 


Delay  figures  are  not  supported  by  standard  methods  of 
computing  delays. 


323.7    i  Alternatives 


Preferred 
Altemative 


The  report  assumes  that  increasing  departures  off  Route  27 
from  18,000  to  56,000  annually  represents  no  significant  impact 


Response  ^ 

The  Airside  ProjecTDraft  EIS/EIR  and  the  SupplemeritarDis/FEIR| 
specifically  considered  the  role  of  Hanscom  Field  in  the  analysis  of 
regional  alternatives.  Hanscom  Reld,  which  senses  as  a  general 
aviation  reliever  airport  to  Logan  Airport,  already  accommodates  a 
significant  number  of  aircraft  operations  (183,000  operations  in 
1998).  The  Hanscom  Field  activity  includes  private,  business, 
charter,  and  air  taxi  operations  that  might  otherwise  use 
Logan  Airport  Since  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  was  filed. 
Shuttle  America,  a  newly  founded  airline,  began  commercial 
scheduled  operations  at  Hanscom  Field,  offering  limited  turtwprop 
services  to  short-haul  regional  mari<ets  -  Trenton,  Buffalo,  Hartford 
(discontinued),  Wilmington,  Delaware  (discontinued),  and 
Greensboro.  Shuttle  America  is  also  conducting  operations  between 
Hanscom  and  New  York  LaGuardia  Airport.  While  Massport 
supports  commercial  sen/ice  at  Hanscom  Field  consistent  with  its 
established  limits  (60  seat  regulation),  Massport  believes  that 
Hanscom  Held  will  maintain  its  role  as  a  major  general  aviation 
reliever,  and  that  its  geographic  proximity  to  Logan, 
Worcester  Regional  and  Manchester  aiiports  will  prevent  its 
development  as  a  significant  commercial  airport.  Additionally, 
commuter  airiines  serving  Logan  Airpoil  are  unlikely  to  move  a 
significant  number  of  flights  from  Logan  Airport  to  Hanscom  Field, 
since  approximately  50  percent  of  passengers  on  Logan  Airporf  s 
commuter  flights  connect  to  other  Logan  Airport  flights  and  a 
significant  number  of  passengers  are  travelling  to  Boston.  However, 
any  new  commercial  service  initiatives  proposed  for  Hanscom  Field 
shall  be  reviewed  for  consistency  with  the  Hanscom  GBR  (HGEIR) 
and  its  Annual  Updates,  and  shall  be  considered  by  the 
Hanscom  Area  Town  Selectmen  (HATS).  Refer  to  Section  2.6  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  discussion  of  Hanscom  Field. 
Refer  to  Section  4.4  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a 
discussion  on  the  estimation  and  modeling  of  flight  delays.  It 
includes  a  description  of  FAA  and  U.S.  DOT  delay  measures  and 
their  limitations,  an  explanation  of  computer  models  for  estimating 
flight  delays,  and  historical  data  on  delays  at  Logan  Airport  and  other 
major  United  States  airports.  The  methodology  used  for  the 
Airside  Project  includes  the  effects  of  constraints  at  Logan  Airport, 
and  produces  lower  delay  estimates  than  FAA  modeling.  The  FAA 
approved  all  the  models,  which  have  been  validated  in  previously 
published  studies  of  Logan  Airport 

The  goals  of  the  /Virside  Project  are  to  reduce  delay,  increase  the 
airport's  efficiency,  and  improve  airfield  safety  in  an  environmentally 
responsible  manner.  Unidirectional  Runway  14/32  would  also  give 
the  controllers  considerably  more  flexibility  and  allow  them  to 
improve  achievement  of  PRAS  goals,  and  redirect  many  flights  to 
overwater  routes.  During  very  high  demand  periods,  the  controllers 
currently  have  littie  or  no  flexibility  for  runway  selection.  The  addition 
of  Runway  14/32  would  be  the  single  most  important  mechanism  to 
achieve  equitable  geographic  distribution  of  aircraft  operations. 
Massport  and  the  FAA  are  committed  to  the  PRAS  system  and 
have  been  making  improvements  since  1982.  The  goals  of  the 
Airside  Project  are  to  reduce  delay,  increase  the  airporf  s  efficiency, 
and  improve  airfield  safety  in  an  environmentally  responsible 
manner.  Unidirectional  Runway  14/32  would  also  give  the 
controllers  considerably  more  flexibility  and  allow  them  to  improve 
achievement  of  PRAS  goals,  and  redirect  many  flights  to  overwater 
routes.  During  very  high  demand  periods,  the  controllers  currently 
have  littie  or  no  flexibility  for  runway  selection.  The  addition  of 
Runway  14/32  would  be  the  single  most  important  mechanism  to 
achieve  equitable  geographic  distribution  of  aircraft  operations. 
Massport  and  the  FAA  are  committed  to  the  PRAS  system  and 
have  been  making  improvements  since  1982. 


Letter  323:  Will  Lyman 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 
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324.1 
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Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  324 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Joseph  M.  Nucci 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

324.1 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

We. ..express  our  strong  opposition  to  Runway  14/32  and 
to  any  further  development  at  Logan  Airport.  The  quality 
of  life  in  our  neighborhood  is  very  bad  now  because  of 
airplane  noise. 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the 
Preferred  Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner 
that  is  more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals.  The  total 
number  of  departures  from  Runway  27  (over  South  Boston, 
Roxbury,  and  Jamaica  Plain)  would  increase,  but  the  number 
of  equivalent  jet  operations  would  remain  essentially  the 
same.  The  difference  in  these  communities  would  be  fewer 
nighttime  operations  and  more  daytime  operations  but  the 
same  noise  impacts. 

324.2 

Alternatives 

Other  Non- 
Construction 
Alternatives 

...one  of  the  five  alternatives  to  Logan  expansion  [should] 
be  employed. 

Comment  noted. 

Letter  324:  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Joseph  M.  Nucci 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


19  Roseway  St. . 
Jamaica  Plain,  MA  02130 
March  13  1999 

MAP  -      LETTER  325 

MA  EnvironmentaJ  Affairs  Office 
100  Cambridge  St. 
Boston,  MA 

To  Whom  It  May  Concern, 

I  am  submitting  my  comments  in  reference  to  MassDort's  Renort  M^ rvi^  r  ^      a  - 

environmental  impacts  is  a  senous  deficiency  of  the  report.  overlook  these 

Logan  imposes  a  burden  on^nnerTy  r  Sel^?^  Contmmng  to  expand         Opc  0 

wUhoutse^ouscons,de.UonorM^r;:^t^rfX^■,^^^^^^^  3254 

^yS^rwrnTeg^.^:',';^  hard  to  preserve  green  space  in  the  cty. 

seems  that  it  will  ^S^a  .^^^(^^,,1,    ".^P"^'  'S     ^'"^'^  Necklace  and  it 
Park.  This  report  dSsnmht  o^f  °"  *^       ^"^'°n  "^t"--  'elands  National 

SmmSs^^ SB  225.5 
areas.  The  ,m,lt  o„^hes'elSTe;^l?;c':;fe'sl^^ 

!™:re^'icu:;;rort^rpSe"dR^„trM/3^^^ 

need  a  long-tenn  - 
Sincerely, 

Martha  Merson  ^ 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  325 
Martha  Merson 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

325.1 

;  Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

[  The  building  of  Runway  14/32  will  triple  operations  over 

several  Boston  neighborhoods.  The  statistics... gloss  over 
■  the  number  of  people  affected  ...The  breakdowns  are  not 
;  adequate  to  assess  the  real  impact  on  populations 
according  to  neighborhood.. .through  property  devaluation 
and  stress  levels. 

Tables  6.2-3  through  6.2-5  and  Table  6.2.21  in  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  show  the  noise  impacted 
population  in  each  community. 

325.2 

Analysis 

Assumptions/ 

Methodologies 

Planning 
Period 

...the  draft  report  offers  no  long-term  plan  for  growth  after 
2010. 

Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  Airport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions 
are  taken,  runway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high 
as  333,000  hours  under  a  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  Alternative  produces  immediate  and  long-term 
benefits  by  lowering  runway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had 
been  in  place  in  1998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the 
future  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of 
the  regional  alternatives,  the  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario  is  not 
expected  to  be  achieved  until  2015.  The  sooner  airside 
efficiencies  are  implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accrue 
over  time.  Section  4.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows 
that  delay  reduction  benefits  increase  over  time  as  traffic 
levels  increase. 

325.3 

Environmental 
Justice 

Impacts 

Continuing  to  expand  Logan  imposes  a  burden  on  inner- 
city  residents  of  Boston. 

Refer  to  Section  6.8  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a 
discussion  of  the  Environmental  Justice  analysis.  Low-income 
and  minority  populations  were  defined  in  accordance  with 
Federal  Executive  Order  12898,  the  Final  United  States 
Department  of  Transportation  Order,  and  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality's  guidance  on  environmental  justice.  In 
addition,  the  analysis  of  low-income  populations  was 
expanded  to  include  households  at  150  percent  of  poverty 
level.  This  analysis  found  that  there  is  no  high  and  adverse 
disproportionate  impact  to  low-income  and  minority 
populations  caused  by  the  Preferred  Alternative. 

Letter  325:  Martha  Merson 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


325.4    1  Regional  Regional 
I  Transportation  Airports 


325.5 


Open  Space/ 
Parkland 


The  report  is  incomplete  without  serious  consideration  of 
Massporl's  other  facility:  the  Hanscom  airfield. 


Impacts  Runway  1 4/32  will  negatively  impact  the  green  spaces  in 

the  Emerald  Necklace  and  it  ...will  also  have  a  severe 
impact  on  the  new  Boston  Harbor  Islands  National  Park. 
This  report  does  nothing  to  assess  the  environmental 
impact  on  such  green  spaces,  their  animal  residents,  or 
their  potential  use  by  city  residents.  Airplane  noise  already 
diminishes  the  quality  of  the  experience  of  Franklin  Park 
Zoo,  the  golf  course  and  picnic  areas. 


The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR,  specifically  considered  the  role  of  Hanscom  Field 
in  the  analysis  of  regional  alternatives.  Hanscom  Field,  which 
sen/es  as  a  general  aviation  reliever  airport  to  Logan  Airport, 
already  accommodates  a  significant  number  of  aircraft 
operations  (183,000  operations  in  1998).  The  Hanscom  Field 
activity  includes  private,  business,  charter,  and  air  taxi 
operations  that  might  othenwise  use  Logan  Airport.  Since  the 
Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  was  filed,  Shuttle  America,  a 
newly  founded  airiine,  began  commercial  scheduled 
operations  at  Hanscom  Field,  offering  limited  turboprop 
services  to  short-haul  regional  markets  -  Trenton,  Buffalo, 
Hartford  (discontinued),  Wilmington,  Delaware  (discontinued), 
and  Greensboro.  Shuttle  America  is  also  conducting 
operations  between  Hanscom  and  New  Yori< 
LaGuardia  Airport.  While  Massport  supports  commercial 
service  at  Hanscom  Field  consistent  with  its  established  limits 
(60  seat  regulation),  Massport  believes  that  Hanscom  Field 
will  maintain  its  role  as  a  major  general  aviation  reliever,  and 
that  its  geographic  proximity  to  Logan,  Worcester  Regional 
and  Manchester  airports  will  prevent  its  development  as  a 
significant  commercial  airport.  Additionally,  commuter  airiines 
serving  Logan  Airport  are  unlikely  to  move jnificant 
number  of  flights  from  Logan  Airport  to  Hanscom  Field,  since 
approximately  50  percent  of  passengers  on  Logan  Airport's 
commuter  flights  connect  to  other  Logan  Airport  flights  and  a 
significant  number  of  passengers  are  travelling  to  Boston. 
However,  any  new  commercial  sen/ice  initiatives  proposed  for 
Hanscom  Field  shall  be  reviewed  for  consistency  with  the 
Hanscom  GEIR  (HGEIR)  and  its  Annual  Updates,  and  shall 
be  considered  by  the  Hanscom  Area  Town  Selectmen 
(HATS).  Refer  to  Section  2.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
for  a  discussion  of  Hanscom  Field. 


The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  contains  additional  analysis  of 

the  project  relative  to  pari<lands.  As  depicted  in  Figure  6.3-4 

of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR,  the  Amold  AriDoretum, 

Emerald  Necklace,  and  Franklin  Park  are  well  outside  the 

65  dB  DNL  noise  contour  associated  with  the 

Preferred  Alternative.  Therefore,  the  Airside  Project  will  have 

no  impact  on  these  pari<lands.  In  addition,  the 

Boston  Harbor  Islands,  while  within  the  No  Action  Altemative 

65  dB  DNL  noise  contour,  will  have  no  noise  increase  under 

the  Preferred  Alternative.  Refer  to  Section  6.3  of  the 

Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  additional  discussion  of 

parklands.  The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  contains  additional 

analysis  of  the  project  relative  to  pari<lands.  As  depicted  in 

Figure  6.3-4  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR,  the 

Amold  ArtDoretum,  Emerald  Necklace,  and  Franklin  Park  are 

well  outside  the  65  dB  DNL  noise  contour  associated  with  the 

Preferred  Altemative.  Therefore,  the  Airside  Project  will  have 

no  impact  on  these  parklands.  In  addition,  the 

Boston  Harbor  Islands,  while  within  the  No  Action  Altemative 

65  dB  DNL  noise  contour,  will  have  no  noise  increase  under 

the  Preferred  Alternative.  Refer  to  Section  6.3  of  the 

Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  additional  discussion  of 

pari<lands. 


Letter  325:  Martha  Merson 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


April  5, 1999 


LETTER  326 


Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention  MEPA  Office 

Mr  Arthur  Pugsiey-EOEA  No.  10458 
100  Carabndge  Street 
20th  Hoor 
Boston,  MA  02205 

Dear  Mr.  Pugsley, 


Massachusetts  airports.  ^  ^  expanded  use  of  other 

poro^etle  -^^^  -  overstated  and 

Logan;  .sue.  chat  de-e^^wK  S^o'^; fe^e' ^ 

JlT^'^'o°iit"o>?^ar^^^^^^^  -""^Sfro»  inc^ased  uafficin  and  out  of 

HeT "oTe'or  rS^o^n-J;:^™  "  P™"'-       "-ds  long 

expansion  of  Logan  Aiipon  ten  Cl*  ?°"Stnicuon  of  runway  14/32  and  the  ^ 
business,  but  chooseToTv"  ^  P^'P'^  "choose  to  not  only  conduct 


Laura  OrlaJfdo' 
31  Moraine  Street 
Jamaica  Plain,  MA  02130 
Tel  617  524-7017 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  326 
Laura  Orlando 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code     Topic  1 


326.1 


Regional 
Transportation 


Topic  2 

Regional 
Airports 


Comment 


Response 


326.2 


I  am  writing  to  let  you  and  your  colleagues  know  that  I  do 
not  support  the  Logan  Modernization  project,  including  the 
construction  of  runway  14/32. 1  do  support  a  greater 
emphasis  on  regional  alternatives,  such  as  high  speed  rail 
and  the  expanded  use  of  other  Massachusetts  airports. 


Purpose  and  Delay 
Need 


326.3  Noise 


Impacts 


326.4     Regional  Regional 
Transportation  Airports 


Jobs  as  a  result  of  the  proposed  expansion  and  delay 
problems  at  Logan  are  overstated  and  do  not  outweigh 
the  quality  of  life  issues  that  will  adversely  be  effected 
[sic].... 

Noise,  air  pollution,  and  congested  roadways  resulting 
from  increased  traffic  in  and  out  of  Logan  Airport  are  of 
great  concern  to  me. 


The  alternative  analysis  conforms  to  FAA  and  MEPA  scoping 
directives.  The  impact  of  the  regional  alternatives  has  been 
addressed  through  the  study  of  a  range  of  forecast  activity 
levels.  Refer  to  Chapter  2  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR 
and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  comprehensive 
discussion  of  regional  alternatives. 

Massport  advocates  increased  use  of  the  regional  airports 
and  high-speed  rail  services,  in  addition  to  construction  of 
Runway  14/32  and  the  other  airside  improvement  projects  at 
Logan  Airport,  as  a  comprehensive  plan  for  ensuring  an 
efficient  and  balanced  regional  transportation  system.  As  the 
analysis  in  Chapter  2  of  this  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
indicates,  these  off-airport  alternatives  are  expected  to 
reduce  aircraft  traffic  growth  pressures  at  Logan  Airport,  but 
they  will  not  eliminate  airside  delays  at  Logan  Airport  that 
occur  because  of  a  third  operating  runway  during  periods  of 
northwest  winds.  The  Preferred  Alternative,  which  specifically 
addresses  this  deficiency,  is  necessary  and  provides  clear 
benefits  at  current  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will 
only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at  the 
regional  airports  and  high-speed  rail  to  New  York  act  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  future  grovrth  at  Logan  Airport. 

Section  1 .3  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  discusses  the 
importance  of  Logan  Airport  to  the  regional  economy. 


Comment  noted. 


Expanding  our  airports  and  roadways  are  a  short-term 
answer.... 


Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  Airport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions 
are  taken,  runway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high 
as  333,000  hours  undera  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  Altemative  produces  immediate  and  long-term 
benefits  by  lowering  runway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had 
been  in  place  in  1998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the 
future  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of 
the  regional  alternatives,  the  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario  is  not 
expected  to  be  achieved  until  2015.  The  sooner  airside 
efficiencies  are  implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accrue 
over  time.  Section  4.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows 
that  delay  reduction  benefits  increase  over  time  as  traffic 
levels  increase. 

Implementation  of  the  Preferred  Altemative  would  not 
increase  capacity,  but  rather  it  would  correct  a  series  of 
deficiencies  in  the  airfield  geometry  and  operation. 
Massport's  plans  to  handle  the  ground  access  requirements 
of  future  passenger  levels  are  discussed  in  the  Logan  Airport 
1999  ESPR  (previously  GEIR)  and  its  subsequent 
Environmental  Data  Reports  (Annual  Updates). 


Letter  326:  Laura  Oriando 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


I 


•I 


April  9,  1999 


LETTER  327 


John  Rodman 

Assistant  State  Environmental  Affairs  Secretary 
100  Cambridge  Street,  Fl.  20 
Boston,  MA  02202 


Dear  Mr.  Rodman, 

Please  accept  my  written  testimony  on  the  subject  of  me  proposed  runway  14/32  at  Logan  Anport. 
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Emily  Peckham,  Jamaica  Plain 
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Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  327 
Emily  Peckham 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

327.1 

Open  Space/ 
Parkland 

Impacts 

...my  experience  [at  the  Arnold  Art)oretum  yesterday]  was 
marred  by  the  flights  taking  off  from  Runway  27.  Plane 
after  plane  roared  overhead  and  muffled  the  sounds  of 
nature. ..the  Emerald  Necklace  is  an  impressive 
presen/ation  of  open  space.... 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  contains  additional  analysis  of 
the  project  relative  to  parklands.  As  depicted  in  Figure  6.3-4 
of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR,  the  Arnold  Arboretum, 
Emerald  Necklace,  and  Franklin  Park  are  well  outside  the 
65  dB  DNL  noise  contour  associated  with  the 
Preferred  Alternative.  Therefore,  the  Airside  Project  will  have 
no  impact  on  these  parklands.  In  addition,  the 
Boston  Harbor  Islands,  while  within  the  No  Action  Altemative 
65  dB  DNL  noise  contour,  will  have  no  noise  increase  under 
the  Preferred  Alternative.  Refer  to  Section  6.3  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  additional  discussion  of 
parklands. 

327.2 

Noise 

Runway  Use 

As  flights  using  Runway  27  zoomed  overhead  [at  1 1:25 
pm  last  night]  1  could  not  sleep.  Certainly  these  planes  are 
violating  Boston  city  ordinances  on  noise  levels.  1  am 
astounded  by  how  intrusive  [flights  using  Runway  27]  are. 
...1  am  told  that  the  noise  pollution  that  1  am  faced  with 
several  days  every  week  will  triple  if  the  new  runway 
[Runway  14/32]  is  built. 

Refer  to  Section  8.2  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR,  which 
clearly  states  that  Option  C  is  the  preferred  layout  for 
Runway  14/32  and  that  Option  0  requires  detemiination  of 
acceptable  level  of  safety. 

There  is  no  indication  that  Runway  14/32  would  increase  the 
percentage  of  operations  that  fly  in  the  vicinity  of 
Jamaica  Plain  compared  to  the  percentage  of  operations  in 
the  late  1990s.  Furthermore,  the  noisiest  airplanes  were 
phased  out  as  of  December  31 , 1 999  and  the  total  noise 
exposure  in  Jamaica  Plain  should  be  improved. 

Letter  327:  Emily  Peckham 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


m 


COMMENT  PROCEDURE  for:       ,|ga„  AirsideImproven«„.3  (a  k  a. 

All  comments  on  EIRs  (environmcntaJ  impacit  reoort)  must  refrr  tn  a-  rnc  An       l  ^ 
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Coimrent?  npt  rcfcrrit^R  to  the  ROFA  file  number  m.v  no,   :^^lTri 


LETTER  328 


All  comments  must  be  received  April  22.  1999 

All  mail  concerning  the  environmental  imnact  review  nrr^n^       j-  ^i- 

must  be  addressed  to:  ^     T  ^  comments,  and  all  associated  matcnals 

BobDurand,  Secretar>- 
Executive  Offic^jf  EnVironmental  Afi&inj 
Attention:  MEPAtOfficc 
Arthur  Pugsley  EQEA  No.  #10458 
100  Cambridge  Street  -  20ih  Floor 
Bosioa  MA  02202 


My  commems  lo  the  EIR-Logan  Airside  Imnrovpm^..,       gOEA  #10458 


are  as  follows: 


■328.2 


Address  <,i^va.^s. 


Co 

'32: 


Le 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  328 
Anne  Rogers 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


328.1    ;  Alternatives 


Preferred 
Alternative 


Boston  and  its  neighborhoods  deserve  a  long-term 
solution,  not  the  current  stop  gap  proposal. 


328.2 


Regional  Regional 
Transportation  Airports 


The  long-term  solution  should  be  regional,  rather  than 
focused  on  expanding  Logan's  capacity  and  adding  to  the 
present  traffic  and  pollution  problems  in  Boston. 


Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  Airport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions 
are  taken,  runway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high 
as  333,000  hours  under  a  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  Alternative  produces  immediate  and  long-term 
benefits  by  lowering  mnway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had 
been  in  place  in  1998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the 
future  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of 
the  regional  altematives,  the  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario  is  not 
expected  to  be  achieved  until  2015.  The  sooner  airside 
efficiencies  are  implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accaie 
overtime.  Section  4.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows 
that  delay  reduction  benefits  increase  over  time  as  traffic 
levels  increase. 

The  alternative  analysis  conforms  to  FAA  and  MEPA  scoping 
directives.  The  impact  of  the  regional  altematives  has  been 
addressed  through  the  study  of  a  range  of  forecast  activity 
levels.  Refer  to  Chapter  2  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR 
and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  comprehensive 
discussion  of  regional  altematives. 

Massport  advocates  increased  use  of  the  regional  airports 
and  high-speed  rail  services,  in  addition  to  constmction  of 
Runway  14/32  and  the  other  airside  improvement  projects  at 
Logan  Airport,  as  a  comprehensive  plan  for  ensuring  an 
efficient  and  balanced  regional  transportation  system.  As  the 
analysis  in  Chapter  2  of  this  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
indicates,  these  off-airport  alternatives  are  expected  to 
reduce  aircraft  traffic  growth  pressures  at  Logan  Airport,  but 
they  will  not  eliminate  airside  delays  at  Logan  Airport  that 
occur  because  of  a  third  operating  mnway  during  periods  of 
northwest  winds.  The  Preferred  Alternative,  which  specifically 
addresses  this  deficiency,  is  necessary  and  provides  clear 
benefits  at  current  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will 
only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at  the 
regional  airports  and  high-speed  rail  to  New  York  act  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at  Logan  Airport. 


Letter  328:  Anne  Rogers 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 
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Comments  not  rcfcmn^  ,o  the  ROFA  file  nnmhor  n..v      u.  ^-H.^rrt  LETTER  329 

All  comments  must  be  received  April  22.  1999 

All  mail  concerning  the  environmental  imnart  rp^i/^,   •   ■  j- 

must  be  addressed  to:  '"'^'"^'"S  ^''^S^-  "''"'"cnts.  and  Jkissocra(ed  matcnals 

Bob  Durand,  Secretar\-  • 

Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention;  MEPA  Office 

Arthur  Pugslcy  EOEA  No.  #10458 

100  Cambridge  Street  -  20th  Floor 

Boston.  MA  02202 


My  commems  to  the  EIR-Logan  A^Vside  Imnrov.^.n..  o...  EOEA  #10458  are  as  follows: 


Address  /-f//^ 
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Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  329 
James  P.  Sliker 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 

Access  to 


Comment 


329.1    i  Ground 

Transportation  Logan 


329.2 


Delay 


Model 


This  plan  does  not  take  into  account  the  massive 
increases  in  surface  traffic  that  will  be  caused  by  the 
increased  flights. 


The  plan  as  written  is  seriously  flawed  in  its  counting  of 
present  delays. 


329.3 


Alternatives 


Preferred 
Alternative 


The  plan  is  much  too  short-term.... 


329.4   i  Regional  Regional 
Transportation  Airports 


...a  long  term  regional  approach  that  considers  alt. 
transport  modalities  is  needed. 


Response 


The  Preferred  Alternative  is  not  expected  to  lead  to  an 
increase  in  passenger  demand,  and  therefore,  it  will  have 
no  effect  on  congestion  or  delays  on  Boston  area  highways. 
Refer  to  Section  4.2. 

Refer  to  Section  4.4  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a 
discussion  on  the  estimation  and  modeling  of  flight  delays.  It 
includes  a  description  of  FAA  and  U.S.  DOT  delay  measures 
and  their  limitations,  an  explanation  of  computer  models  for 
estimating  flight  delays,  and  historical  data  on  delays  at 
Logan  Airport  and  other  major  United  States  airports.  The 
methodology  used  for  the  Airside  Project  includes  the  effects 
of  constraints  at  Logan  Airport,  and  produces  lower  delay 
estimates  than  FAA  modeling.  The  FAA  approved  all  the 
models,  which  have  been  validated  in  previously  published 
studies  of  Logan  Airport. 

Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  Airport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions 
are  taken,  runway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high 
as  333,000  hours  undera  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  Alternative  produces  immediate  and  long-term 
benefits  by  lowering  runway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had 
been  in  place  in  1998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the 
future  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of 
the  regional  altematives,  the  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario  is  not 
expected  to  be  achieved  until  2015.  The  sooner  airside 
efficiencies  are  implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accme 
over  time.  Section  4.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows 
that  delay  reduction  benefits  increase  overtime  as  traffic 
levels  increase. 


The  alternative  analysis  confonms  to  FAA  and  MEPA  scoping 
directives.  The  impact  of  the  regional  altematives  has  been 
addressed  through  the  study  of  a  range  of  forecast  activity 
levels.  Refer  to  Chapter  2  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR 
and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  comprehensive 
discussion  of  regional  altematives. 
Massport  advocates  increased  use  of  the  regional  airports 
and  high-speed  rail  services,  in  addition  to  construction  of 
Runway  14/32  and  the  other  airside  improvement  projects  at 
Logan  Airport,  as  a  comprehensive  plan  for  ensuring  an 
efficient  and  balanced  regional  transportation  system.  As  the 
analysis  in  Chapter  2  of  this  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
indicates,  these  off-airport  alternatives  are  expected  to 
reduce  aircraft  traffic  growth  pressures  at  Logan  Airport,  but 
they  will  not  eliminate  airside  delays  at  Logan  Airport  that 
occur  because  of  a  third  operating  runway  during  periods  of 
northwest  winds.  The  Preferred  Alternative,  which  specifically 
addresses  this  deficiency,  is  necessary  ano  provides  clear 
benefits  at  current  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will 
only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at  the 
regional  airports  and  high-speed  rail  to  New  York  act  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at  Logan  Airport. 


Letter  329:  James  P.  Sliker 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


COMMENT  PROCEDURE  for  Draft  I  no,n  A-   j  . 

Draft  Logan  Airside  Improvements  (a.k.a.  Runway  14/32)  EOEA 
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LETTER  330 

All  comments  must  be  received  April  22.  1999 

All  mail  concerning  the  environmental  imDacf  rpvio,..  •   .  - 

must  be  addressed  to:  ^   '  '"^'^^  P^^^  filings,  comments,  and  all  asjocia  H  matenais 

BobDurand.  Secretar>- 

Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention:  MEPA  Office 

Arthur  Pugslcy  EOEA  No.  ^10458 

100  Cambridge  Street  -  20th  Floor 

Boston,  MA  02202 

Failure  to  address  mail  in  fhi.mo„.,.rn,  , 
j;;^^;;^^;^^;;^^]   ^^"^^Q^g^^^^^^^gnoiLon  comments  or  no  action  on  com  c  ,„ 

Dear  Mr.  Durand, 

My  comments  to  the  EIR-Lo.anAirs^^        p,,„  .^.^  ,,,^33  ^ 


Address  fc:  f^^^^i^^ 


Phone  53^H-~c:siq^ 


to 


33 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  330 
Lynn  Thornton 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

330.1 

;  Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

i  This  will  increase  not  decrease  air  traffic  over  Jamaica 
(  Plain.... 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the 
Preferred  Altemative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner 
that  is  more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals.  The  total 
number  of  departures  from  Runway  27  (over  South  Boston, 
Roxbury,  and  Jamaica  Plain)  would  increase,  but  the  number 
of  equivalent  jet  operations  would  remain  essentially  the 
same.  The  difference  in  these  communities  would  be  fewer 
nighttime  operations  and  more  daytime  operations  but  the 
same  noise  impacts. 

330.2 

Alternatives 

Preferred 
Alternative 

It  will  not  solve  tfie  long-term  issues  regarding  increased 
air  traffic  at  Logan  Airport. 

Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  Airport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions 
are  taken,  runway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high  , 
as  333,000  hours  under  a  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  Altemative  produces  immediate  and  long-term 
benefits  by  lowering  runway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had 
been  in  place  in  1998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the  i 
future  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of 
the  regional  altematives,  the  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario  is  not 
expected  to  be  achieved  until  2015.  The  sooner  airside 
efficiencies  are  implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accnje 
overtime.  Section  4.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows 
that  delay  reduction  benefits  increase  over  time  as  traffic 
levels  increase. 

330.3 
330.4  ; 

Delay 

Ground 
Transportation 

Models 

Access  to 
Logan 

The  DEIS/DEIR  for  the  Logan  Airside  Improvements 
Planning  Project  is  basically  flawed  in  its  calculation  of 
present  delays  and  future  impact. 

There  is  no  plan  to  handle  the  massive  increases  in 
ground  traffic... 

Refer  to  Section  4.4  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a 
discussion  on  the  estimation  and  modeling  of  flight  delays.  It 
includes  a  description  of  FAA  and  U.S.  DOT  delay  measures 
and  their  limitations,  an  explanation  of  computer  models  for 
estimating  flight  delays,  and  historical  data  on  delays  at 
Logan  Airport  and  other  major  United  States  airports.  The 
methodology  used  for  the  Airside  Project  includes  the  effects 
of  constraints  at  Logan  Airport,  and  produces  lower  delay 
estimates  than  FAA  modeling.  The  FAA  approved  all  the 
models,  which  have  been  validated  in  previously  published 
studies  of  Logan  Airport. 

The  Preferred  Altemative  is  not  expected  to  lead  to  an 
increase  in  passenger  demand,  and  therefore,  it  will  have 
no  effect  on  congestion  or  delays  on  Boston  area  highways. 
Refer  to  Section  4.2. 

Letter  330:  Lynn  Thornton 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


COMMENT  PROCEDURE  for  Draft  T^a«n  A-  r 

ror.  Draft  Logan  Airside  Improvements  (a.k.a.  Runway  14/32)  EOEAtfini^ 

All  comments  on  EIRs  (environmental  imnart  rp^^\ 

^~^^==^^s^™'!'^s2E^^  LETTER  331 

All  comments  must  be  received  April  22.  1999 

All  majl  concerning  the  environmental  impact  review  Droc«.  mri..H.n  «i 

must  be  addressed  to:  ^  P'"^'  mcludmg  fihngs.  comments,  and  all  associated  materials 

Bob  Durand.  Secretarv- 
Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention;  M EPA  Office 
Arthur  Pugslcy  EOEA  No.  #10458 
100  Cambridge  Street  -  20th  Floor 
Boston.  MA  02202 

Failure  to  address  mail  in  fhic  m^nnrr  miv  rrri.ti  ;,.  t  i  r 
Dear  Mr.  Durand, 

My  comments  .0  ,he  EIR-Logan  Airside  p„„  .p^^ 


Name  7)^,^//^  -7-7.-^^^ 
Address  2-</ 

 CT.    P.       0-2^1  B.r, 

Phone       .^2--2_-  -^^2,^  3 


Cod 

331, 


33', 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  331 
Danielle  Toth 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


331.1 


Alternatives 


impacts 


I  am  completely  against  the  constnjction  of  a  new  runway. 
In  Jamaica  Plain... The  barrage  of  airplane  noise... I<eeps 
us  indoors  in  good  weather. 


331.2   :  Regional  Regional        \  Developing  more  air  business  at  local  airports  (with 

Transportation     Airports  commuter  shuttles)  would  be  the  answer.... 


Response 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the 
Preferred  Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner 
that  is  more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals.  The  total 
number  of  departures  from  Runway  27  (over  South  Boston, 
Roxbury,  and  Jamaica  Plain)  would  increase,  but  the  number 
of  equivalent  jet  operations  would  remain  essentially  the 
same.  The  difference  in  these  communities  would  be  fewer 
nighttime  operations  and  more  daytime  operations  but  the 
same  noise  impacts. 

The  alternative  analysis  conforms  to  FAA  and  MEPA  scoping 
directives.  The  impact  of  the  regional  alternatives  has  been 
addressed  through  the  study  of  a  range  of  forecast  activity 
levels.  Refer  to  Chapter  2  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR 
and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  comprehensive 
discussion  of  regional  alternatives. 

Massport  advocates  increased  use  of  the  regional  airports 
and  high-speed  rail  services,  in  addition  to  constmction  of 
Runway  14/32  and  the  other  airside  improvement  projects  at 
Logan  Airport,  as  a  comprehensive  plan  for  ensuring  an 
efficient  and  balanced  regional  transportation  system.  As  the 
analysis  in  Chapter  2  of  this  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
indicates,  these  off-airport  alternatives  are  expected  to 
reduce  aircraft  traffic  growth  pressures  at  Logan  Airport,  but 
they  will  not  eliminate  airside  delays  at  Logan  Airport  that 
occur  because  of  a  third  operating  runway  during  periods  of 
northwest  winds.  The  Preferred  Alternative,  which  specifically 
addresses  this  deficiency,  is  necessary  and  provides  clear 
benefits  at  current  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will 
only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at  the 
regional  airports  and  high-speed  rail  to  New  York  act  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at  Logan  Airport. 


Letter  331:  Danielle  Toth 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


1 

1 


^on,n.„«  .o:  „ra..  Logan  Ainid.  Improvements  EOEA  *104S8 

COMMENT  PROCEDURE  for  Draft  I  n<„„  a-   j  , 

Draft  Logan  A,rs.de  taprovements  (a.k.a.  Runway  14/32)  EOEA#in4.i. 

All  comments  on  ElRs  (enviroraiMital  imnjr-t  r.™\ 

.denr,5.ng  numbers,  bo,  0.  EOEA  file  nuXT.^^  n«  ^"f^  "^^ 


Comments  not  rcfcmnp  to  th^  EOEA  fii.  n..^ 


may  not  he  consitfcrpH 


LETTER  332 


All  comments  must  be  received  April  22.  1999 

ZX^ZZ't^'  ™v,ronnK„Ul  impact  rev,av  process  mcl^di.,  fi,i„g,.  ^     ^^^^  ^^^^ 

BobDurani  Secretar>- 
Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Af&iis 
Attention:  MEPA  Office 
ArtiurPugslcy  EOEA  No.  #10458 
100  Cambndgc  Street  -  20th  Floor 
Boston.  MA  02202 


[action  on  comments  or  nn  nrfnn  on  commit,  all. 


Failure  to  address  m.il  m  thi^  mamavj^^ 
Dear  Mr.  Durand, 

My  comments  to  the  EIR-Loean  Airciw^  i 

 Airs.de  Improvements  Plan  EOEA  #10458  are  as  follows: 


Name  "n^x  u 
Address    -y  ^ 


Phone 


Co( 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  332 
Danielle  Toth 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Comment 


The  new  runway  proposed  is  NO  solution. ..no  one  will 
tolerate  living  in  a  city  where  outdoor  life  will  be 
intolerable. 


Response 


Massport's  FAA-approved  sound  insulation  program  is  only  one 
element  of  the  noise  abatement  program,  For  a  discussion  of 
the  noise  abatement  program,  refer  to  the  discussion  in  the 
Logan  Airport  1994/1995  GEIR  and  the  Logan  Airport  1998 
Annual  Update.  Massport  has  existing  actions  initiatives 
undera/ay  that  reduce  noise  impacts  on  nearby  communities, 
including; 

Noise  abatement  and  runway  use  restrictions; 

Exploring  means  of  extending  the  Logan  Airport  sound 
insulation  program  through  innovative  investigation  of  hill 
effects  on  sound  propagation; 

Encouraging  growth  at  Worcester  Regional  Airport  and  other 
alternative  airports;  and 

Monitoring  and  improving  achievement  of  PRAS  goals. 


Letter  332:  Danielle  Toth 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


V 


LETTER  333  24Crai^,onSt 

Jamaica  Plain,  MA  02130 
April  15, 1999 


Bob  Durand,  Secretary 
Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 
100  Cambridge  Street  -  20th  Floor, 
Boston,  MA  02202 

Dear  Mr.  Durand: 


I  am  writing  to  share  my  position  on  Massport's  proposed  new  runwav  14/^9 
to  M^s^:^^^^^^^  ^^'y  the  issue  closely  and  sta?.d  o^d 


David  Weinstein 


LOG* 


Codi 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  333 
David  Weinstein 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code     Topic  1 

_ ;  Alternatives 
333.2    :  Purpose  and 
Need 


Topic  2 

_Runway  14722 
Delay 


Comment 

I  am  adamantly  opposed  to  the  proposed  runway  [1'^2].. 


Massport  argues  that  the  runway  is  needed  to  cut  delays,  but 
even  this  is  in  dispute,  depending  on  who  is  interpreting  which 
statistics. 


333.3 


Alternatives         Runway  14/32 


. .  .a  new  runway  will  lead  to  more  flights,  more  noise,  more 
pollution.  Though  the  runway  might  have  a  specific  direction 
and  a  pledge  for  restricted  use. . .  restrictions  are  always  eased 
as  the  number  of  users  overall  continually  climbs.  The  number 
of  flights  in  and  out  of  Logan  will  increase  to  the  capacity  of  the 
structure. 


Response 

Comment  noted. 

Refer  to  Section  4.4  of  the  Supplemental  DES/FeTr  for  a  discussbn" 
on  the  estimation  and  modeling  of  flight  delays.  It  includes  a 
description  of  FAA  and  U.S.  DOT  delay  measures  and  their 
limitations,  an  explanation  of  computer  models  for  estimating  flight 
delays,  and  historical  data  on  delays  at  Logan  Airport  and  other  major 
United  States  airports.  The  methodology  used  for  the  Airside  Project 
includes  the  effects  of  constraints  at  Logan  Airport,  and  produces 
lower  delay  estimates  than  FAA  modeling.  The  FAA  approved  all  the 
models,  which  have  been  validated  in  previously  published  studies  of 
Logan  Airport. 

Tfie  FAA  Technical  Center  was  responsible  for  the  capacity  and  delay 
results  in  the  1992  FAA  Capacity  Enhancement  Report  for 
Logan  Airport  that  concluded  the  need  for  Runway  14/32,  reduced 
minimums  and  taxiway  improvements.  The  Technical  Center 
simulated  Logan  Airport  airfield  operations  with  the  RDSIM  model  and 
estimated  that  when  activity  reached  504,000  annual  operations,  total 
delay  would  exceed  260,000  hours  per  year.  The  Airside  Project  Draft 
EIS/EIR  forecasts  delays  to  increase  to  157,500  hours  per  year  when 
annual  operations  reach  510,000  with  the  29M  Low  Reet  scenario. 
The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  compares  the  FAA  Technical  Center 
delay  estimates  in  1992  with  those  of  the  Logan  Airside  Project 
estimates.  The  F/\A  has  concluded  that  the  Airside  delays  represent 
"a  plausible  and  conservative  estimate.. . ." 
The  FAA  consistently  rates  Logan  Airport  as  one  of  the  most  delay 
prone  airports  in  the  United  States  Logan  Airporf  s  estimated  annual 
delay  hours  are  over  five  times  the  FAA's  20,000-hour  threshold  for  a 
severely  delayed  airport  Refer  to  Section  4.4  of  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  for  a  discussion  on  the  estimation  and  modeling  of  flight 
delays.  It  includes  a  description  of  FAA  and  U.S.  DOT  delay 
measures  and  their  limitations,  an  explanation  of  computer  models  for 
estimating  flight  delays,  and  historical  data  on  delays  at  Logan  Airport 
and  other  major  United  States  airports.  The  methodology  used  for  the 
Airside  Project  includes  the  effects  of  constraints  at  Logan  Airport,  and 
produces  lower  delay  estimates  than  FAA  modeling.  The  FAA 
approved  all  the  models,  which  have  been  validated  in  previously 
published  studies  of  Logan  Airport. 
The  goals  of  the  Airside  Project  are  to  reduce  delay,  increase  the 
airporf  s  efficiency,  and  improve  airfield  safety  in  an  environmentally 
responsible  manner.  The  construction  of  unidirectional  Runway  14/32 
would  prevent  the  significant  drop  in  airfield  capacity  that  now  occurs 
during  northwest  wind  conditions.  The  runway  would  not  increase 
Logan  Airporf  s  normal  operating  capacity  of  approximately 
1 20  operations  per  hour  which  is  available  neariy  80  percent  of  tiie 
year,  but  rattier  would  allow  ttiis  capacity  to  be  maintained  more 
consistentiy.  The  new  runway  at  Logan  Airport  is  not  proposed  to 
increase  the  annual  capacity  at  Logan  Airport.  Rather,  it  is  proposed  to 
reduce  delays,  particulariy  on  days  with  strong  northwest  winds.  The 
Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  analysis  shows  that  this  lunway  also 
provides  more  flexibility  in  runway  use,  allowing  the  F/V\  controllers  to 
adhere  more  closely  to  the  PRAS  goals  witti  attendant  benefits  to  the 
neighboring  communities  that  are  most  highly  noise  impacted. 


Letter  333:  David  Weinstein 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


333.4 


Environmental  Impacts 
Justice 


Comment 

...there  is  an  element  of  environmental  justice. ..The 
impacted  areas  are  home  to  the  bulk  of  metropolitan 
Boston's  poor,  minority,  colored  communities.. .the 
majority  of  those  who  fly  frequently  are  wealthier  and 
more  likely  to  live  in  the  suburbs,  out  of  harms  way. 


Response 


333.5 


Regional  Regional 
Transportation  Airports 


The  State  of  Massachusetts,  Massport,  and  other  political 
entities  need  to  deal  with  altemative  forms  of 
transportation  [e.g.,  rail  travel]  before  they  increase 
capacity  at  an  airport.... 


The  Environmental  Justice  analysis  was  expanded  for  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  Low-income  and  minority 
populations  were  defined  in  accordance  with  Federal 
Executive  Order  12898,  the  Final  United  States  Department 
of  Transportation  Order,  and  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality's  guidance  on  environmental  justice.  In  addition,  the 
analysis  of  low-income  populations  was  expanded  to  include 
households  at  150  percent  of  poverty  level.  This  analysis 
found  that  there  is  no  high  and  adverse  disproportionate 
impact  to  low-income  and  minority  populations  caused  by  the 
Preferred  Altemative. 

Adverse  impacts  are  not  predominately  borne  by  low-income 
or  minority  populations.  Only  21  percent  of  the  population 
within  the  65  dB  DNL  contour  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  is 
minority,  compared  to  the  Suffolk  County  minority  population 
of  38  percent.  Less  than  two  percent  of  the  population  within 
the  65  dB  DNL  contour  for  the  Preferred  Altemative  has  a 
household  income  less  than  150  percent  of  poverty  level.  The 
additional  area  within  the  65  dB  DNL  noise  contour 
associated  with  the  Preferred  Altemative  includes  a 
predominately  Hispanic  neighborhood  in  Chelsea  which  is 
predicted  under  worst  case  assumptions  to  experience  an 
increase  of  0.6  dB  or  less.  Under  FAA  standards,  this  change 
is  not  a  significant  adverse  impact.  The  minority  and 
low-income  populations  in  South  Boston  and  East  Boston 
affected  by  the  Preferred  Altemative  65  dB  DNL  contour  are 
almost  identical  to  the  No  Action  Alternative.  The  65  dB  DNL 
contour  for  the  Prefen-ed  Altemative  does  not  extend  into 
Jamaica  Plain,  Roxbury  and  the  South  End.  Mitigation  of  the 
increased  noise  within  the  65  dB  DNL  contour  will  be 
provided  to  affected  communities  in  the  form  of  residential 
sound  insulation. 

A  discussion  of  the  Environmental  Justice  analysis  is 
presented  in  Section  6.8  of  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 


The  alternative  analysis  conforms  to  FAA  and  MEPA  scoping 
directives.  The  impact  of  the  regional  alternatives  has  been 
addressed  through  the  study  of  a  range  of  forecast  activity 
levels.  Refer  to  Chapter  2  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR 
and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  comprehensive 
discussion  of  regional  alternatives. 

Massport  advocates  increased  use  of  the  regional  airports 
and  high-speed  rail  services,  in  addition  to  construction  of 
Runway  14/32  and  the  other  airside  improvement  projects  at 
Logan  Airport,  as  a  comprehensive  plan  for  ensuring  an 
efficient  and  balanced  regional  transportation  system.  As  the 
analysis  in  Chapter  2  of  this  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
indicates,  these  off-airport  alternatives  are  expected  to 
reduce  aircraft  traffic  growth  pressures  at  Logan  Airport,  but 
they  will  not  eliminate  airside  delays  at  Logan  Airport  that 
occur  because  of  a  third  operating  runway  during  periods  of 
northwest  winds.  The  Preferred  Altemative,  which  specifically 
addresses  this  deficiency,  is  necessary  and  provides  clear 
benefits  at  current  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will 
only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at  the 
regional  airports  and  high-speed  rail  to  New  York  act  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at  Logan  Airport. 


Letter  333:  David  Weinstein 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


v.uiiiiiiciiu  lo.  i^raii  ix>gan  /\irsiue  improvemenis  li.UtA  #1U458 

COMMENT  PROCEDURE  for:  Draft  Logan  Airside  Improvements  (a.k.a.  Runway  14/32)  EOEA 

All  comments  on  EIRs  (environmental  impact  report)  must  refer  to  the  EOEA  file  number  -nurre  mav  be  other 
Identifying  numbers,  but  the  EOEA  file  number  is  die  one  which  must  be  used.  » may  be  other 

Comments  not  rcfcmng  to  die  EOEA  file  number  mav  not     mnci^.^H  LETTER  334 

All  comments  must  be  received  April  22  1 999 

^sX'  """'""■'^  '""^         ""^  ^>  --c.=^  ™<cnals 

Bob  Durand.  Secretarv- 
Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affeirs 
Attention.  MEPA  Office 
Arthur  Pugslc>'  EOEA  No.  #10458 
100  Cambridge  Street  -  20di  Floor 
Boston.  MA  02202 


Dear  Mr.  Durand, 

My  comments  to  the  EIR-Logan  Airside  Improvements  Plan  EOEA  #10458  are  as  follows: 


\0 


Code 


m 


334 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  ElS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  334 
David  Weinstein 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

334.1 

;  Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

;  A  new  runway  may.. .relieve  delays,  but  only  for  a  few 
i  years. 

Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  Airport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions 
are  taken,  runway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high 
as  333,000  hours  under  a  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  Alternative  produces  immediate  and  long-term 
benefits  by  lowering  runway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had 
been  in  place  in  1998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the 
future  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of 
the  regional  alternatives,  the  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario  is  not 
expected  to  be  achieved  until  2015.  The  sooner  airside 
efficiencies  are  implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accrue 
over  time.  Section  4.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows 
that  delay  reduction  benefits  increase  overtime  as  traffic 
levels  increase. 

334.2 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

More  capacity  means  more  fligfits,  more  air  pollution, 
noise  pollution,  auto  traffic  to  and  from  the  airport. 

The  Preferred  Alternative  is  not  expected  to  lead  to  an 
increase  in  passenger  demand,  and  therefore,  it  will  have 
no  effect  on  congestion  or  delays  on  Boston  area  highways. 
Refer  to  Section  4.2. 

334.3 

Alternatives 

Peak  Period 
Pricing 

Massport  tias  not  yet  studied/implemented  peak  pricing, 
wfiich  is  proven  to  decrease  traffic  and  delays  at  certain 
times. 

Section  4.5  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  provides  an 
updated  discussion  of  PPP  at  Logan  Airport  and  an  analysis 
of  the  implications  of  an  illustrative  conceptual  small 
community  exemption  program. 

PPP  was  included  among  the  Airside  Project  alternatives  to 
address  delays  caused  by  over-scheduling.  The  potential 
impact  of  PPP  on  the  fleet  mix  at  Logan  Airport  is  discussed 
in  Section  4.5.2  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 
Section  4.5.3  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  provides  an 
analysis  of  a  PPP  Exemption  program. 

The  alternative  analysis  confonns  to  FAA  and  MEPA  scoping 
directives.  The  impact  of  the  regional  altematives  has  been 
addressed  through  the  study  of  a  range  of  forecast  activity 
levels.  Refer  to  Chapter  2  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR 
and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  comprehensive 
discussion  of  regional  altematives. 

Massport  advocates  increased  use  of  the  regional  airports 
and  high-speed  rail  services,  in  addition  to  construction  of 
Runway  14/32  and  the  other  airside  improvement  projects  at 
Logan  Airport,  as  a  comprehensive  plan  for  ensuring  an 
efficient  and  balanced  regional  transportation  system.  As  the 
analysis  in  Chapter  2  of  this  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
indicates,  these  off-airport  alternatives  are  expected  to 
reduce  aircraft  traffic  growth  pressures  at  Logan  Airport,  but 
they  will  not  eliminate  airside  delays  at  Logan  Airport  that 
occur  because  of  a  third  operating  njnway  during  periods  of 
northwest  winds.  The  Preferred  Alternative,  which  specifically 
addresses  this  deficiency,  is  necessary  and  provides  clear 
benefits  at  current  aircraft  traffic  levels.  These  benefits  will 
only  increase  in  the  future,  even  as  developments  at  the 
regional  airports  and  high-speed  rail  to  New  Yori<  act  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  future  growth  at  Logan  Airport. 


dJ4.4   ;  Hegional  Passenger  Rail 

Transportation 


...explore  alternatives.. .like  high  speed  rail.... 


Letter  334:  David  Weinstein 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 
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^"gan  Airside  Improvements  EOEA  #10458 

COMMENT  PROCEDURE  for  Draft  I  oa.n  a  -aj 

iJratt  Logan  Airside  Improvements  (a.k.a.  Runway  14/32)  EOEA  #104^ 

All  comments  on  EIRs  (environmental  imnart 

idemifying  numbers,  bu.  U,c  EOEA  file  Zt7fsT  ^Jw^  It'bfus^  """^ 

LETTER  335 


All  comments  must  be  received  April  22.  1999 


All  mail  concerning  the  environmental  imr.-^f^t 
must  be  addressed  to:  '"^'^^  P^°««  '"^'^ding  filings,  comments,  and  all  associated  matcnals 

BobDurand.  Secretarv- 

Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 

Attention;  MEPA  Office 

Arthur  Pugsley  EOEA  No.  #10458 

100  Cambridge  Street  -  20th  Floor 

Boston.  MA  02202 

Failure  to  address  mail  in  rh;.  n,,,,,,^ 

 commcnf..  or  nn   n^mrnf-^ 

Dear  Mr.  Durand, 


To 


335.2 

335.3 
335.4 


A/,.-..  ......    c_^^..  "^-^        Sa.^  </^^4rr^       ....  .  

O    iMitl'^tT-'s      Ct,WC£/-r-   ^  

U^-^.CO..     .....  ^-^^-^    -^^^^  P<>^5  r-^.  O...... 

J^^^r^c^r^^  rr  ^^^""^  ''''  


P.^^    r^^  ..y.     ....   .....         ;    ,     ,    ^-^-^^An...  ^^^.^  ^  ^^^^^ 


Name  jActtues  t^e''S5Q£/?  e^e. 


Address  3c  /v&toeeRtJ  sn^ge-r  .^3 


Phone   6/7  /<7g-3  3fo^:^ 
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Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  335 
Jacques  Weissgerber 
Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Code 

335.1 


Topic  1 

Delay 


Topic  2 

Model 


Comment 


The  delay  figures  [in  support  of  runway  14/32]... are 
grossly  exaggerated,  outdated  and  based  on 
"maximum  capacity"  goals.  Since  1992,  delays  at 
Logan  have  actually  gone  down,  according  to  the  FAA. 


Response 

Logan  Airport  flight  delays,  as  measured  by  the  FAA,  did  decline 
between  1993  and  1997.  Nevertheless,  the  same  data  show  that  Logan 
Airport  was  consistently  ranked  as  one  of  the  nation's  most  delayed 
airports  throughout  this  period.  In  1998,  delayed  flights  at  Logan  Airport, 
as  reported  by  the  FAA  increased  by  more  than  30  percent,  and 
continued  to  increase  in  2000.  In  2000,  Logan  was  the  second  most 
delayed  airport  for  arrivals  in  the  US.  This  represents  the  worst  rank  in 
Logan's  history. 

There  are  three  reasons  for  the  decline  in  delays  between  1 993  and 
1997.  Rrst,  in  1997,  the  number  of  hourly  scheduled  flights  was  less 
than  Logan  Aiiport's  notmal  operating  capacity  of  120  flights  per  hour, 
unlike  1993,  when  airlines  scheduled  flights  well  beyond  Logan  Airport's 
houriy  capacity.  Second,  Logan  Airport's  hourly  demand  profile  is  flatter 
than  it  was  in  1993.  Aiilines  are  spreading  scheduled  flights  throughout 
the  day  taking  advantage  of  Logan  Airport's  off-peak  hours  (e.g.,  10  AM 
to  1  PM).  Rnally,  aiilines  are  carrying  more  passengers  per  flight  In 
fact,  with  roughly  the  same  number  of  flights  as  in  1 993,  Logan  Airport 
accommodated  over  3  million  more  passengers.  One  reason  for  ttiis  is 
that  the  regional  carrier  network  serving  New  England  is  more  efficient 
In  1 993,  there  were  three  regional  carrier  systems  serving  2. 1  million 
regional  passengers  at  Logan  Airport.  Since  1994,  Logan  Airport  has 
been  served  by  two  regional  airtine  systems  (Business  Express,  now 
American  Eagle,  and  US  Airways  E)^ress).  These  carriers  handled  2.2 
million  Logan  Airport  passengers  in  1998, 
Key  lessons  learned  from  this  are:  1 )  while  PPP  might  wori<  in 
conditions  of  overscheduling,  such  as  the  1993  environment  because 
there  is  no  sustained  period  of  flight  overscheduling  at  Logan  Airport 
today,  PPP  would  not  provide  meaningful  delay  reduction  in  the  current 
operating  environment;  and  2)  while  delays  declined  from  1 993  to  1 997, 
Logan  Airport  continued  to  be  one  of  the  most  delayed  airports  in  the 
country  because,  even  though  carriers  were  more  efficient  at  scheduling 
flights,  delays  caused  by  wind  and  weather  continued  to  occur. 
In  response  to  the  request  made  by  the  EPA,  as  well  as  by  EOEA  in  its 
MEPA  Certificate  on  the  Draft  EIR,  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
includes  delay  and  environmental  analyses  for  1998  to  reflect  current 
conditions  and  to  provide  context  to  the  delay  problem  at  Logan  Airport. 
However,  it  should  be  noted  that  the  appropriate  comparison  for 
assessing  future  year  conditions  and  the  effectiveness  of  the 
Airside  Project,  is  a  comparison  of  the  Preferred  Alternative  to  the 
No  Action  Alternative,  not  a  comparison  of  the  Preferred  Alternative  to 
tiie  base  year. 

A  discussion  of  current  and  historic  conditions  can  be  found  in 
Section  4.2  of  t\e  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 
Refer  to  Section  4.4  of  tiie  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  discussion  on 
ttie  estimation  and  modeling  of  flight  delays.  It  includes  a  description  of 
FAA  and  U.S.  DOT  delay  measures  and  their  limitations,  an  explanation 
of  computer  models  for  estimating  flight  delays,  and  historical  data  on 
delays  at  Logan  Airport  and  other  major  United  States  airports.  The 
methodology  used  for  the  Airside  Project  includes  the  effects  of 
constraints  at  Logan  Airport,  and  produces  lower  delay  estimates  than 
FAA  modeling.  The  FAA  approved  all  tine  models,  which  have  been 
validated  in  previously  published  studies  of  Logan  Airport. 


Letter  335:  Jacques  Weissgerber 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Code     Topic  1 

335.2    I  Noise 


Topic  2 

Impacts 


Comment 

Massport's  "noise  contour  lines"  have  not  been  updated  to 
reflect  the  actual  noise  levels  suffered  by  Boston 
communities.  Their  noise  measuring  methods  are  highly 
fanciful. 


335.3    I  Noise 


Impacts 


Massport's  concept  of  "equitable  share  of  the  noise"  puts 
the  burden  on  low-income,  inner  city  neighborhoods  [with 
runway  14/32].... 


Letter  335:  Jacques  Weissgerber 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


an  EPA-  I 


Response 

The  dispersion  model  portion  of  the  LDMS  is  an  EPA 
approved  model.  The  methodology  is  consistent  with  FAA 
and  EPA  guidelines. 

Differences  between  measured  and  modeled  sound  levels  haw 
been  reported  in  Logan  Airport's  various  GEIRs  and 
Annual  Updates  for  a  number  of  years.  Differences  at  close-in 
locations  were  significantly  reduced  in  1996  through 
modification  of  source  levels  to  better  account  for 
over-water  sound  propagation  and  apparent  use  of 
higher  engine  power  settings  than  are  normally  assumed  in  the 
noise  model's  database  (Refer  to  Appendix  F  of  the 
Logan  Airport  1996  Annual  Update). 

In  1998,  differences  between  measured  and  modeled  noise 
became  even  less  when  Massport  upgraded  its 
monitoring  system  and  began  to  report  noise  caused  only  by 
aircraft  ~  a  metric  directly  comparable  to  the  DNL  exposure 
levels  predicted  by  the  noise  model. 

At  sites  having  exposure  levels  of  60  dB  or  more,  this 
improvement  to  the  monitoring  system  brought  measured  and 
modeled  DNL  values  to  within  0.2  dB  of  each  other.  (Refer  to 
Chapter  6  of  the  Logan  Airport  1999  Environmental 
Planning  and  Status  Report}.  Massport  continues  to  investigate 
possible  causes  for  remaining  differences  (such  as  from  hill 
effects)  but  believes  the  FAA's  INM  noise  model  used  in  the 
Airside  Project  noise  analyses  accurately  represents  expected 
noise  exposure. 

The  Environmental  Justice  analysis  in  Section  6.8  was 
expanded  for  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  Low-income  anc^ 
minority  populations  were  defined  in  accordance  with  Federa, 
Executive  Order  12898,  the  Final  United  States  Department 
of  Transportation  Order,  and  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality's  guidance  on  environmental  justice.  In  addition,  the 
analysis  of  low-income  populations  was  expanded  to  include 
households  at  1 50  percent  of  poverty  level.  This  analysis 
found  that  there  is  no  high  and  adverse  disproportionate 
impact  to  low-income  and  minority  populations  caused  by  the 
Preferred  Altemative. 

Adverse  impacts  are  not  predominately  borne  by  low-income 
or  minority  populations.  Only  21  percent  of  the  population 
within  the  65  dB  DNL  contour  for  the  Preferred  Altemative  is 
minority,  compared  to  the  Suffolk  County  minority  population 
of  38  percent.  Less  than  two  percent  of  the  population  within 
the  65  dB  DNL  contour  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  has  a 
household  income  less  than  150  percent  of  poverty  level.  The 
additional  area  within  the  65  dB  DNL  noise  contour 
associated  with  the  Preferred  Alternative  includes  a 
predominately  Hispanic  neighborhood  in  Chelsea  which  is 
predicted  under  worst  case  assumptions  to  experience  an 
increase  of  0.6  dB  or  less.  Under  FAA  standards,  this  change 
is  not  a  significant  adverse  impact.  The  minority  and 
low-income  populations  in  South  Boston  and  East  Boston 
affected  by  the  Preferred  Altemative  65  dB  DNL  contour  are 
almost  identical  to  the  No  Action  Altemative.  The  65  dB  DNL 
contour  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  does  not  extend  into 
Jamaica  Plain,  Roxbury  and  the  South  End.  Mitigation  of  the 
increased  noise  within  the  65  dB  DNL  contour  will  be 
provided  to  affected  communities  in  the  forni  of  residential 
sound  insulation. 


I 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Code 

^33574 


Topic  1 

Regional 
Airports 


Topic  2 


Comment 

...Hanscom  airport,  which  could  relieve  Logan,  is  only  used  at  a 
third  of  its  capacity. 


335.5    ;  Public  Health 


Effects 


335.6  Alternatives 


Runway  14/32 


TTie  Environmental  Impact  Report  does  not  take  into  account 
the  cumulative  impact... the  increase  in  air  traffic  [from  mnway 
14/32)  will  have  on  ground  transportation,  air  quality,  health, 
quality  of  life,  real  estate  prices,  municipal  tax  revenues. 


335.7 


. .  .[Runway  W32]  has  very  little  to  do  with  delay  reduction,  and 
everything  to  do  with  expansion  of  capacity. 


Alternatives 


Runway  14/32 


. .  .saturation . .  .[will  be]  reached  again  a  few  years. . .. 


Response 

The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  ttie  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR,  specifically  considered  the  role  of  Hanscom  Field  in  the 
analysis  of  regional  alternatives.  Hanscom  Field,  which  serves  as  a 
general  aviation  reliever  airport  to  Logan  Airport,  already 
:  accommodates  a  significant  number  of  aircraft  operations  (183,000 
operations  in  1998).  The  Hanscom  Field  activity  includes  private, 
business,  charter,  and  air  taxi  operations  that  might  otherwise  use 
Logan  Airport  Since  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  was  filed, 
Shuttle  America,  a  newly  founded  airline,  began  commercial 
scheduled  operations  at  Hanscom  Reld,  offering  limited  turtwprop 
services  to  short-haul  regional  mari<ets  -  Trenton,  Buffalo,  Hartford 
(discontinued),  Wilmington,  Delaware  (discontinued),  and 
Greensboro.  Shuttle  /Vmerica  is  also  conducting  operations  between 
Hanscom  and  New  York  LaGuardia  Airport  While  fi^assport 
supports  commercial  service  at  Hanscom  Field  consistent  with  its 
established  limits  (60  seat  regulation),  IVIassport  believes  that 
Hanscom  Field  will  maintain  its  role  as  a  major  general  aviation 
reliever,  and  that  its  geographic  proximity  to  Logan, 
Worcester  Regional  and  Manchester  airports  will  prevent  its 
development  as  a  significant  commencial  airport.  Additionally, 
commuter  airiines  serving  Logan  Airport  are  unlikely  to  move  a 
significant  number  of  flights  from  Logan  Airport  to  Hanscom  Field, 
since  approximately  50  percent  of  passengers  on  Logan  Airporf  s 
commuter  flights  connect  to  other  Logan  Airport  flights  and  a 
significant  number  of  passengers  are  travelling  to  Boston.  However, 
any  new  commercial  service  initiatives  proposed  for  Hanscom  Reld 
shall  be  reviewed  for  consistency  with  the  Hanscom  GBR  (HGEIR) 
and  its  /^nual  Updates,  and  shall  be  considered  by  the 
Hanscom  Area  Town  Selectmen  (HATS).  Refer  to  Section  2.6  of 
the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  discussion  of  Hanscom  Reld. 
The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR~ 
analyze  the  environmental  impacts  of  the  /\irside  Project,  consistent 
with  established  federal  and  state  scoping  directives.  Appropriate 
mitigation  associated  with  the  Airside  Project  has  also  been 
established.  Massport  has  programs  in  place  to  reduce  the 
environmental  impacts  assxiated  with  Logan  Airport  as  a  whole. 
These  initiatives  are  described  in  the  Logan  Airport  ESPR  and  its 
updates. 

The  Prefen-ed  Alternative,  and  specifically  unidirectional 
Runway  14/32,  would  not  increase  Logan  Airporf  s  normal  airfield 
capacity  of  approximately  120  operations  per  hour.  This  capacity  is 
available  at  Logan  Airport  approximately  80  percent  of  the  time. 
Runway  14/32  would  allow  Logan  Airport  to  maintain  this  capacity 
during  periods  of  strong  northwest  winds  that  now  require  controllers 
to  operate  on  only  one  or  two  mnways,  compared  to  the  typical 
three-runway  configurations  used  at  Logan  Airport.  The  runway  will 
not  increase  Logan  Airporf  s  normal  operating  capacity,  nor  will  it 
encourage  or  induce  an  increase  in  aircraft  operations. 
Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  /^rport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions  are 
taken,  runway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high  as 
333,000  hours  under  a  37.51V!  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  Alternative  produces  immediate  and  long-term  benefits  by 
lowering  runway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had  been  in  place  in 
1 998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the  future 
37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of  the  regional 
alternatives,  the  37.5M  High  Reef  scenario  is  not  expected  to  be 
achieved  until  201 5.  The  sooner  airside  efficiencies  are 
implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accnje  over  time.  Section  4.6  of 
the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows  that  delay  reduction  benefits 
increase  over  time  as  traffic  levels  increase. 


Letter  335:  Jacques  Weissgerber 

Private  Citizens:  Jamaica  Plain 


i 
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Comments  to:  Draft  Logan  Airside  Improvements  EOEA  #10458 

COMMENT  PROCEDURE  for:  Draft  Logan  Airside  Improvements  (a.k.a.  Runway  14/32)  EOEA  #10458 

All  comments  on  EIRs  (environmental  impact  report)  rtiust  refer  to  the  EOFA  f\\^  nnmh.r  -n,  u 
,dent,fymg  numbers,  but  the  EOEA  file  number  .s  the  one  wh!!h  muit  u!^ 

Comments  not  referring  to  the  FOFA  file  number  m.v  not  be  cons.dcreH  LETTER  336 

All  cominents  must  be  received  April  22.  1999  ^ 

All  mail  concerning  the  environmental  impact  review  oroccs*:  inrl.iHina  fi?in„o  .      ^  ,. 

must  be  addressed  to:  ^        mcludmg  filings,  comments,  and  all  associated  materials 

Bob  Durand.  Secretary- 
Executive  Ofifice  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention:  M EPA  Office 
Arthur  Pugsley  EOEA  No.  #10458 
1 00  Cambridge  Street  -  20th  Floor 
Boston.  MA  02202 


Dear  Mr.  Durand, 

My  comments  to  the  EIR-Logan  Airside  Improvements  Plan  EOEA  #10458 


follows: 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DRAFT  EIS/FlNAL  EIR 


Letter  336 
T.  Brown 
Private  Citizens:  Newton 


Code     Topic  1 


336.1    :  Alternatives 


Topic  2 

Preferred 
Alternative 


Comment 


This  is  not  a  long-term  solution. ..This  is  the  time  to 
start... [the]  process  [of  reaching  out  to  the  suburbs  to 
accommodate  growth].... 


Response 

Because  the  development  of  a  second  major  airport  would 
require  ten  to  15  years  for  site  selection  and  environmental 
review,  in  addition  to  a  multi-year  construction  period,  this 
option  Is  not  viewed  as  a  solution  to  accommodating  forecast 
demand  over  the  next  20  years.  Hanscom  Field's  potential 
service  area  overlaps  with  the  sen/ice  areas  for 
several  airports  that  already  have  the  necessary 
infrastructure  for  commercial  sen/ice.  These  airports  are  the 
Hanscom  Field,  T.F.  Green/Providence,  and  Worcester 
Regional,  all  which  have  had  or  are  undergoing  major 
improvements  to  their  terminal  buildings,  other  landside 
facilities  and  airfields. 


Letter  336:  T.  Brown 

Private  Citizens:  Newton 


Richard  Jordan 

LETTER 

360  Grove  St 

Medford.  MA  02155-1431 

Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs  ^'  ^^^^ 

Attention:  MEPA  Office 

1^;- Arthur  Pugsley.  EOEA  10458 

1 00  Cambridge  St,  20'"  Floor 

Boston,  MA  02202 

Dear  Mr.  Pugsley: 


I  am  wi 
Project, 
runway 
reasons: 


project  will  serve  to  manaae  and  rtn,?  ^"^  "''"^^^^'^  ^'^  ^'^^'^  delays  this 
some  benefit  from  ar^?  pSnlttdpS'  ^'^  ^^^^ 

Ttie  project  will  improve  the  safetv  nf  thl  ^ 

air  traffic  congestion  with  h^h  wtds  I  useT.  ^^'^^'f'^ ^igh 
per  year  and  this  is  important  to  me  -  Loec  ^"""^     to  20  times 

The  project  is  especially  designed  ?or  higher  wL  cnn^ir^'"  "'"'^^ 
The  project  is  vital  tn  tho  j  '"gner  wind  conditions. 

traffic  delays  wTrlLCtrav^  h°e:e'teL°:'''"  ^""^'^"'ia"  air 

particularly  important  due  to  the  1!  n^f^i^^n  r""'"^^  ^his  is 

The  concerns  of  neighbors  do  not  Convention  Center  being  built 

moved  into  the  area  She  "mart?^"''^  '^^      '"^l  ^  'Majority  o?the,^' 
they  knew  what  they  we^  rnov     in,o  M,''  ^"  i"'«^"ational  airport  and 
funded  sound  proofing  in  the°rTomes        ^  '^"^^  government 

'^^^^ttZ^^I^!'^^^^^^^^       ^-des  to  work  out.  We 
affecting  the  Create?  BLtorc<!XTno°w"  "'"'^  ^^^^^^  are 

Other  environmental  impacts  appear  to\e  minimal 


I  appreciate  your  consideration  of  my  views. 


Sincerely, 
Richard  Jorefan 


to 

33; 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  337 
Richard  Jordan 
Private  Citizens:  IViedford 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

i  337.1 

General 
Support 

1  am  writing  in  support  of  the  proposed  project  which 
involves  a  new  runway  and  added  taxiways  at  Logan 
International  Airport  for  the  following  reasons: 

Comment  noted. 

i  337.2 

Alternatives 

Preferred 
Altennative 

...this  project  will  sen/e  to  manage  and  reduce  noise 
pollution  and  will  also  have  some  benefit  from  an  air 
pollution  standpoint. 

Comment  noted. 

I  337.3 

Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

The  project  will  improve  the  safety  of  the  airport 
particularly  in  times  of  high  air  traffic  congestion  with  high 
winds. 

Comment  noted. 

337.4 

Purpose  and 
Need 

Delay 

The  project  is  vital  to  the  economy  of  Greater  Boston 
since  substantial  air  traffic  delays  will  make  travel  here 
less  economically  attractive. 

Comment  noted. 

337.5 

Regional 
Transportation 

Regional 
Airports 

Alternatives  involving  other  airport(s)  may  take  decades  to 
work  out. 

Comment  noted. 

Letter  337:  Richard  Jordan 

Private  Citizens:  i\/ledford 
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I  am 
trip] 
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be  ir 
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in  tt 
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park: 
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area. 
Anyon 
is  a« 
Thank 


Jill 


^Z^''  Arthur  Pugsley@MEPA@EOEA 

ct:  <^-nu.e.c..e.co™.   LETTER  338 

.-_tach:  Tuesday,   April  20,    1999  15:21:40  EDT 

Certify:  N 

Priority:  Normal 

Defer  until: 

Expires : 

Forwarded  by: 


To:  Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley  and 

Mr    Robert  Durand,   Se...   of  mepa  Unit 

I  am  opposed  to  Massport ' s  Pronn^^i    ^^  k  -t^ 

triple  the  departures  through  ^^^"^  ^  ""^^  Runway  (14. 32)  as  it  will  QQO 

Medford  via  runway  1533  at  Logan  Airoort       Th^o  ^ 

be  intolerable.     it  is  a  qualit?  of  Tfe' issue 

The  whole  Western  part  of  the  <^t^tt  Z     ?^  ' 

in  their  backyards      It  would  0^0^?^^''      ""^^  ^  ^^^^^^ 

them,  auto  traffic  conaesMon  t    ^^^^e^^ence  for 

parking  would  be  via^br^nrai^t?:  fL'^ouM  be^^^'  QQQ 
lon^L^^?:?  ^d^^i-%-  •  .^-^n^^f^  no  sane  338. 
.ems  by  adding  Lother  ~y^L^?L^SL\^?:rB^L^. 

Anyone  who  legitmatelv  carp^c?  =,Kr>,,^ 

is  aware  of  this.  """^  environment 

Thank  You  for  your  attention  to  this  matter. 
Jill  Richard 


Colli 

Ml 
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Letter  338 
Jill  Richard 
Private  Citizens:  Medford 


Code     Topic  1 


338.1 


Alternatives 


Topic  2 

Runway  14/32 


Comment 


Response 


...[The]  new  Runway  (14/32)... will  triple  the  departures 
through  Medford  via  runway  15/33  at  Logan  Airport.  This 
would  be  intolerable. 


338.2 


Regional 
Transportation 


Regional 
Airports 


The  whole  western  part  of  the  state  could  use  a  runway  in 
their  backyards.  It  would  provide  convenience  for  them, 
auto  traffic  congestion  is  not  a  factor  there,  parl<ing  would 
be  viable  and  air  traffic  would  be  spread  across  the  state. 


The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the  Prefen-ed 
Altemative  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner  that  is  more 
consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals,  and  Medford  is  affected 
most  by  Runway  33  departures  and  Runway  15  arrivals.  Total 
departures  from  Runway  33L  and  arrivals  to  Runway  15R 
would  increase,  but  many  of  these  are  non-jets.  These 
runway  operating  directions  are  currently  ainning  well  below 
their  PRAS  goals,  and  the  unidirectional  Runway  14/32  would 
allow  the  controllers  to  approach  but  still  remain  below  the 
annual  goals  for  these  operations.  The  PRAS  goals  were 
established  based  on  a  thorough  public  participation  process 
in  response  to  community  noise  concerns.  Additionally,  by 
increasing  the  number  of  operations  over  water.  Runway 
14/32  would  reduce  the  total  annual  hours  of  dwell  and 
persistence  over  populated  areas  in  accordance  with  short- 
term  PRAS  goals. 


Since  January  2000  Massport  has  attracted  three  new 
airiines  to  Worcester  Regional  Airport.  Delta  Connection 
began  serving  Worcester  Regional  Airport  with  two  daily 
nonstop  roundtrip  flights  on  regional  jet  aircraft  to  Atlanta  on 
February  1, 2000  and  will  be  increasing  its  service  to  three 
daily  flights  in  April  2001 .  On  July  6, 2000,  American  Eagle 
began  service  to  New  York  JFK  Airport  with  three  daily 
nonstop  roundtrip  flights  on  turiaoprop  aircraft.  In  February 
2001,  PanAm  began  daily  scheduled  service  from  Worcester 
to  Orlando  International  Airport.  Massport  is  in  ongoing 
discussions  with  other  carriers  regarding  potential  new 
services  at  Worcester  Regional  Airport.  In  addition  to  the 
Worcester  Regional  Airport,  Massport  has  pursued  a  variety 
of  initiatives  to  promote  the  use  of  other  regional  airports  and 
travel  modes  with  the  goal  of  relieving  traffic  growth 
pressures  at  Logan  Airport.  For  example,  in  November  1999, 
Massport  and  Governor  Cellucci  co-sponsored  a 
Regional  Transportation  Summit  of  the  New  England 
Governors  and  transportation  officials.  The  Summit  focused 
on  joint  marketing  among  the  New  England  commercial 
sen/ice  airports  and  the  joint  promotion  of  rail  and  road 
initiatives  that  will  foster  an  efficient  and  balanced  regional 
transportation  system.  A  second  summit  was  held  in  Rhode 
Island  in  December  2000.  Refer  to  Chapter  2  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  comprehensive  discussion  of 
Massport's  regional  transportation  planning  initiatives. 
Massport  disagrees  that  its  record  in  diverting  traffic  to  other 
airports  is  unsuccessful.  Since  1996  eight  out  of 
ten  new  passengers  in  New  England  were  directed  to 
regional  airports,  which  include  T.F.  Green/Providence, 
Worcester  Regional,  and  Manchester  airports.  In  1999, 
Massport  estimates  that  regional  airports  attracted  2.4  million 
passengers,  that  would  have  otherwise  used  Logan  Airport. 


Letter  338:  Jill  Richard 

Private  Citizens:  Medford 


♦ 
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LETTER  339 


From  the  Desk  of  Maiyann  P.  Mahony 

April  7,  1999 


MEPA 

State  Transportation  Building 
10  Park  Plaza 
Boston,  MA 

RE:  Logan  Runway  1432 

Massachusetts  Environmental  Policy  Act  Hearing 


To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

Runway  1432.  I  have  lived  m  O^Lct     2  '°  ^  ^  opposition  of 

being  sufficient  and  with  the  mSS  noir^?T  °f  "ot 

would  only  increase  C>  pmbfe^rSt^"";'""  ""^"^  ^  ^""'""^l  "»way 
Logan  Runway  expansion  ^"^'^  "^^^      ^consider  the 

Quincy  and  I  believe  S.^S/l^^^l'L'ir'"'  "^"^"^^ 
any  decisions  are  made  I  beliiw.  ^^"^ ''°1<'  a  community  meeting  before 

in^pact  on  North  ^yZ'Zt:'Z7ZZ7:j:^'  ^ 
Sincerely, 

Maryann  P.  Mahony 
Candidate  for  Ward  6  Councillor 
Home  Owner 

CC:  Peter  Blute.  Massport.  Atlantic  Neigh,«rho„d  Associatio,.  Squantum  Association 


Coik 
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Letter  339 
Maryann  P.  Mahony 
Private  Citizens:  Quincy/North  Quincy 


Code     Topic  1 


339.1    ;  Alternatives 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


Runway  14/32 


...I  would  like  to  be  recorded  in  opposition  of  Runway 
14/32. 1  have  lived  in  Quincy  for  many  years  witfi  tlie 
current  level  of  sen/ice  not  being  sufficient  and  with  the 
increased  noise  and  pollution. ..an  additional  runway 
would  only  increase  these  problems.... 


339.2    ^  Regional  Regional 
:  Transportation  Aiiports 


. .  .the  Worcester  Airport  or  Hanscom  Field  would  be  more 
appropriate  for  the  expansion. 


In  1998, 77  percent  of  Logan  Airport's  jet  traffic  affected 
communities  to  the  north  and  south  of  the  airport- 
East  Boston,  Winthrop,  Revere,  parts  of  South  Boston, 
Dorchester,  Quincy,  Milton,  and  Braintree,  Without 
Runway  14/32,  as  much  as  88  percent  of 
Logan  Airport's  aircraft  operations  will  overfly  these 
communities  when  Logan  Airport  reaches 
37.5  million  passengers.  Construction  of  Runway  14/32  will 
allow  a  more  balanced  geographic  distribution  of 
aircraft  operations  over  populated  areas,  will  increase  the 
number  of  over-water  operations,  and  will  reduce 
noise  exposure  for  close-in  communities.  In  fact,  the 
most  heavily  impacted  communities  will  experience  a 
decrease  in  overflights  compared  to  1998  levels.  With  the 
Preferred  Alternative,  when  Logan  Airport  reaches 
29  million  passengers,  overflights  from  Runway  4  arrivals  and 
Runway  22  departures,  which  affect  South  Boston,  Quincy, 
Milton,  and  Braintree,  will  decrease  from  107,861  in  1998  to 
58,305  operations. 

The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR,  specifically  considered  the  role  of  Hanscom  Field  in 
the  analysis  of  regional  altematives.  Hanscom  Field,  which  serves 
as  a  general  aviation  reliever  airport  to  Logan  Airport,  already 
accommodates  a  significant  number  of  aircraft  operations 
(183,000  operations  in  1998).  The  Hanscom  Field  activity 
includes  private,  business,  charter,  and  air  taxi  operations  that 
might  othenwise  use  Logan  Airport.  Since  the  Airside  Project  Draft 
EIS/EIR  was  filed,  Shuttle  America,  a  newly  founded  airiine, 
began  commercial  scheduled  operations  at  Hanscom  Field, 
offering  limited  turboprop  services  to  short-haul  regional  mart<ets 
-Trenton,  Buffalo,  Hartford  (discontinued),  Wilmington,  Delaware 
(discontinued),  and  Greensboro.  Shuttle  America  is  also 
conducting  operations  between  Hanscom  and 
New  York  LaGuardia  Airport.  While  Massport  supports 
commercial  service  at  Hanscom  Field  consistent  with  its 
established  limits  (60  seat  regulation),  Massport  believes  that 
Hanscom  Field  will  maintain  its  role  as  a  major  general  aviation 
reliever,  and  that  its  geographic  proximity  to  Logan, 
Worcester  Regional  and  Manchester  airports  will  prevent  its 
development  as  a  significant  commercial  airport.  Additionally, 
commuter  airiines  sen/ing  Logan  Airport  are  unlikely  to  move  a 
significant  number  of  flights  from  Logan  Airport  to  Hanscom  Field, 
since  approximately  50  percent  of  passengers  on  Logan  Airporf  s 
commuter  flights  connect  to  other  Logan  Airport  flights  and  a 
significant  number  of  passengers  are  travelling  to  Boston. 
However,  any  new  commercial  service  initiatives  proposed  for 
Hanscom  Field  shall  be  reviewed  for  consistency  with  the 
Hanscom  GEIR  (HGEIR)  and  its  Annual  Updates,  and  shall  be 
considered  by  the  Hanscom  Area  Town  Selectmen  (HATS). 
Refer  to  Section  2.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a 
discussion  of  Hanscom  Field. 


Letter  339;  Maryann  P.  Mahony 

Private  Citizens:  Quincy/North  Quincy 
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Code 

339.3 


Topic  1 

Environmental 

Review 

Process 


Topic  2 

Public  Process 


Comment 


Response 


...more  public  input  is  needed  from  the  residents  of 
Quincy...it  is  important  for  Massport  to  hold  a  community 
meeting  before  any  decisions  are  made... these  are 
quality  of  life  issues  that  will  have  a  major  impact  on  North 
Quincy,  Marina  Bay,  and  Squantum  residents. 


J 


Letter  339:  Maryann  P.  tvlahony 

Private  Citizens:  Quincy/North  Quincy 


There  was  an  extensive  public  participation  and  review 
process  during  the  preparation  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft 
EIS/EIR.  Public  comments  were  received  on  the  ENF  after  it 
was  filed  during  the  summer  of  1995.  In  the  fall  of  1995, 
several  public  scoping  sessions  were  held  to  provide 
community  input  to  the  subsequent  state  and  federal  scopes 
for  the  project.  To  assure  that  the  Airside  analysis  was 
!  conducted  with  awareness  and  input  from  all  concemed 
parties,  the  Massport  Board  established  the  Airside  Review 
Committee  (ARC),  which  consists  of  the  Community  Advisory 
.  Committee  (with  representatives  from  24  communities 
'  surrounding  Logan  Airport),  and  1 1  businesses  and  industry 
organizations.  Massport  also  funded  independent  consultants 
for  the  CAC  to  provide  them  with  the  capacity  to 
professionally  assess  the  analysis  and  conclusions  of  the 
Airside  Study.  Between  1995  and  1999,  Massport  held 
16  meetings  with  the  ARC,  an  additional  15  meetings  with 
just  the  CAC,  and  several  meetings  with  the 
CAC  consultants.  In  addition,  Massport  made  |^ 
29  presentations  to  elected  officials,  most  of  whom  represent  ' 
Logan  Airport's  neighboring  communities,  and  Massport  held 
45  meetings  with  community  and  business  leaders,  reaching 
an  audience  of  more  than  3,000  people.  During  the  public 
comment  period  on  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR,  the 
FAA  held  two  public  hearings. 

In  January  2000,  in  response  to  the  FAA's  review  of  the  Draft 
EIS,  the  FAA  called  for  preparation  of  a  Supplemental  Draft 
EiS  to  address  specific  issues  identified  by  the  FAA  following 
input  from  a  SDEIS  Panel  consisting  of  six  persons.  At  the 
FAA's  direction,  three  SDEIS  Panel  members  were  appointed 
by  the  Govemor  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  and 
three  were  appointed  by  the  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Boston. 
Under  the  direction  of  the  New  England  Region  FAA,  the 
SDEIS  Panel  convened  in  March  of  2000  and  then  met  at 
least  monthly  with  a  final  meeting  in  December  of  2000.  A 
total  of  1 2  meetings  were  held.  To  provide  the  appropriate 
background,  the  SDEIS  Panel  was  presented  with  an  Interim 
Supplemental  Draft  EIS,  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR, 
answers  to  key  letters  written  by  members  of  the  public, 
concerned  agencies  and  public  officials  responding  to  the 
Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR,  and  a  series  of  15  visual  and 
written  presentations  from  the  Project's  technical  consulting 
team  and  other  independent  industry  experts. 

f 


LETTER  340 


22  Sonoma  Road 
Quincy,  MA  02171 


April  14,  1999 


Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs 

Attention  MEPA  Office 

Mr.  Arthur  Pugsley  -  EOEA  No.  10458 

100  Cambridge  Street 

20th  Floor 

Boston,  MA  022025 
and 

John  C.  Silva 

Manager  Environmental  Programs 
Airports  Division,  ANE-600 
New  England  Region 

12  New  England  Executive  Park 
Burlington,  MA  01803 

Dear  Mr.  Pugsley  and  Dear  Mr.  Silva: 

It  has  been  said  that  the  new  runway  and  expansion  project  at  Logan  is  in  the  bag. 
Did  you  shudder  as  you  read  that? 

I  do  hope  so.  Because,  you  see,  according  to  statements  attributed  to  John  Devillars 

Tf99^,t'rT"'°:'  E"":™-^  P™'«'i0"  Agency,  in  TTte  Boston  Glo MApril 
4,  1999)  that  just  may  be  so.  Please  read  them.  Do  you  get  the  same  impression? 

He  is  niighty  vocal  for  someone  who  «11  reserve  judgment  until  the  review  process  is 

Zn      rf:'''     '"'.^^  of  Massport's  significant  obi  gation  .o 

1  *TT""''^       odterquality-of-life  enhancements  (such  as  ")  Does  h 
Z     Sf  hS?*"^    "°  peace  of  mtf 

^Zr''  '  P'°"""  °f  *eir  own  creation  because  of  years  of  not 

«  "c«.cbbary  10  do  so.  Their  current  prob  ems  are  an  accumulatinn  nf 

ipT^^e^  i7c:;r o?;:r  •  ""^"^  wcrhi 

y    piurea  me  nearts  ot  the  busmess  community;  they  have  come  out  pretty 
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unammous  y  m  favor  of  Logan's  expansion  plans,  ostensibly  because  it  is  good  for  the 
economy.  Who  m  that  auspicious  group  of  businessmen  would  make  a  $25^0  000  00 
mvestment  for  such  a  short  term  solution  to  such  a  big  problem  XlVh  fif 
^^ications7  ^^^y  do  they  align  with  M 

have  everyone  believe  this  is  all  about.  But  it  does  not  make  good  econo^TsenT 
what  is  the  story  behind  the  story?  ^      economic  sense.  So, 

None  ofthe  persons,  none  of  the  communities  who  for  so  lone  have  hnm.ti,  k   ^  r 

segment  of  a  larger  body.  Moving  *e  pain  from  U,e  elbow  ,o  the  IZ       n'tke  awav 

and  left  s.de  to  tins  body  tliat  has  been  left  out  of  the  equation.  It  is  time  to        of  us  as 
one  body  from  west  to  east  from  north  to  south.  One  body.  TT,e  conditions  a^Lan  Lr 
the  responstbthty  of  ttte  entire  Commonwealth.  A  very  small  portion  of  t^e  ' 
Commonwealth  has  been  burdened  with  the  harsh  reality  of  the  airport.  It  is  the  eastern 
seaboard  and  contiguous  cities  that  are  bearing  the  bnmt  of  the  ca^ty      ed  L^Jn 
Airport.  Masspotf  s  hmdsightedness  has  inflicted  intolerable  noise,  air  pollution  »T 
quahty  of  hfe  abuses  on  an  area,  the  populaUon  of  which  is  in  excess  of  one  mU  iTn 
people  24  hours  a  day,  7  days  a  week,  365  days  a  year.  You  cannot  allow  tins  nequity 
to  conunue.  Th,  population  of  the  Commonwealth  is  in  excess  of  six  million  people 

The  Human  Element  is  rarely  considered.  It  is  the  only  factor  on  which  a  decision  should 
be  made.  Every  frne  1  hear  the  word  mitigation  my  stomach  mms.  It  is  the  equiva  em  of 
a  pnson  sentence.  It  is  an  inhumane  way  to  live.  quivaieni  ot 

We  are  not  laboratory  specimens.  Just  because  a  specific  decibel  level  is  determined  to 
be  to  erable  or  acceptable  by  a  standard,  does  not  mean  that  we  are  able  to  or  should  have 
to  tolerate  that  level  of  noise.  Constant  noise  is  intolerable. 

Mr.  Crockford  (Globe.  April  12,  1999)  in  remarks  attributed  to  him  stated,  "You  camiot 
dtscem  what's  a  tn^ck  and  whafs  a  plane  on  any  accurate  basis".  ITus  comment  w^nl 
mtement  regarding  Massport's  monitor  data  as  being  irrelevant  because  HL  pbks  up 
ground  notse.  If  the  reading  is  that  high,  it  t^Iy  does  not  make  a  difference;  tSe  ™i  e  ,s 
no  t  lerable.  1  get  more  than  my  fair  decibels  worth  of  airplane  noise  every  day  of  my 
hfe  In  addition  I  ^  dso  subjected  to  train  noise,  residual  expressway  noTse  a^d  ' 
extended  periods  ofgun  range  noise.  What  is  his  point? 
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I  must  question  why  Massport  continually  boasts  of  the  fact  that  most  of  the  takeoffs  will 
be  over  the  water,  thereby  lessening  unpact.  Where  I  live,  airplane  noise  roars  offTe 
water.  You  can  h^  that  roar  before  you  see  the  planes,  and  for  long  after  they  become 
mmute  specks  m  the  sky.  TTien  there  ^  the  "ghost"  planes,  you  can  hear  them  taTever 
see  them.  For  over  a  year,  there  has  been  a  marked  increase  i;  the  volume  ofL  S 
n  the  number  of  flights.  Something  has  changed.  Many  times  the  feeling  is  like  bel  m 
the  back  end  of  a  rocket  booster.  Th.  noise  starts  at  5:35  in  the  morning.  ^nS^ 
no.e  lasts  unt.1  somefme  around  1 :00  A.M.  Other  noise  can  routinely  be  hea^d  a  3  1 5 
A.M.  Pknes  are  flymg  closer  and  making  a  greater  impact.  1  live  nine  miles  sol  of  L 
airport.  The  water  does  not  baffle  sound,  it  enlarges  it  and  it  travels  over^^ato 
distance.  1  regret  that  1  have  not  called  the  airport  every  time  the  noise  is  in^reS,le  or 
every  t.me  a  plane  flew  so  close  that  it  became  ftightening  or  every  time  1  w^  awalened 
m  the  ntght;  .t  would  be  an  every  day  event.  TTiere  is  some  respite,  some  time,  but  dSng 
distraction."'  '""^  ""'^    P^™'™'  'o  *^  Poin.  of 

With  the  prediction  of  40,000  more  planes  in  the  air  by  the  year  2001  there  is  no 
improvement  in  the  quality  of  life  no  matter  how  many  runways  are  added.  More  planes 
more  noise;  It  IS  as  simple  as  that.  ™"rcpianes, 

I^l^ru"' °"  of  pollution  that  airplanes  reintroduce  (every  time 

they  take  off)  into  the  ocean  that  we  are  paying  dearly  to  clean  and  into  the 
neighborhoods  whose  residents  are  paying  dearly  with  their  health? 

Do  you  have  statistics  on  the  numbers  of  people  who  have  to  travel  from  the  mid  and 
western  areas  of  the  Commonwealth  to  get  to  Logan  Airport;  how  much  pollution-  how 
much  wasted  gasoline;  how  many  lost  hours  to  those  travelers  and  business  people 
because  Logan  sits  at  the  far  side  of  the  Commonwealth?  ' 

Base  none  of  your  decision  on  the  reasoning  that  when  you  buy  a  home  near  an  airpon 
you  must  expect  airplane  noise  and  related  inconvenience.  One  fact  that  comes  though 
loud  and  clear  throughout  the  hearings  and  commentary  made  by  those  affected  we  are 
commumties  made  up  of  multigenerational  families.  We  are  committed  to  our  ' 

i„T"^'"  u  ^""^         "P  '*^'"8'"<^'  °f  pride  in  our  city  and 

mner  city  0  der  communities;  we  are  investing  in  them.  Our  caring  and  interest  wtat 
makes  Boston  a  nice  place  to  visit.  Without  us,  our  caring,  the  cities  would  not  be  worth 
visiting.  We  have  grown  with  the  aviation  technological  changes  that  have  occl^edTn  the 
75  years  that  Logan  has  existed  and  have  been  able  to  maintain  the  integrity  ofle  citie 
m  spite  of  Logan.  But,  enough  is  enough.  Bniy  oi  tne  cities 
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Massport,  on  the  other  hand,  did  not  grow  with  the  avi;,t,nn  Wo      a  u 

them.  After  the  injunction  was  olaced  inirTn'       u  T  ^^"^^      ^"'^  P^^^^  on 

could  live  in  peaceful  o  eSce^t^r^.  '''^  ^ 

placed  on  them,  they  shoui~^^^^^  -     -J-ction  was 

Chose  to  do  nothing^  ^ey,  thereat  mttf^^^^^^^^ 

Massport  has  had  23  years  to  find  the  <:r>l„ri«„  -n,    u     f  Problems. 

in  life  and  addressed  problellfte^r^t  L^^^^  """P'^""'  "^^'^ 

speak  well  of  their  abUity  to  r^leirbu^esr^erT    ''    7  """T"'-  "  ^'^^ 

problems  at  Logan.  A  new  JZnZi^Tx  "°  Massport's 

ten  years  to  accLplishrat  eTd  u,"  ^T'^^  ^h*'  ""-y  'f  i'  takes. 

another  ten  years?  ''^  ^^sted  23  years,  what  is 


ifr  sl^rrri™  ^^^^^^^  .he  Edltona,  Staff 

because  the  paper  came  o'Lt'^n  Vl'o^X^ tp^Tn  t^' 

^rrttfy™;;:r  ^"-^^  commerce 

m«r«K  •  r-  aecision,  instead  of  represent  ne  that  2500 

members  were  m  favor.  I  have  made  my  opinion  known  to  them. 

Herald  did  that.  Rather  sneaky  of  Massport,  I  say. 

tht^mtroX^^^^^^^^^  T  '         '^""^  »^ 

dltll^all'nVZt"       "  '"^  ^ff'^' »  q-li'y  oflife  will  be 

soir  a^::^rr:/r?groX:,'::  rr "     "■-''^  ^-"^  - 

the  certain  increas^e  in  demris"  sen^  t:!'!  '""T'  '"""^  "^^'^ 

master  plan  that  is  more  far-sighteTtht  the?„rt^f  M    '      ' " '°  ' 

Mgniea  than  the  end  of  Massport's  nose;  that  seems  to  be  as 
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fiituristic  as  they  are  capable  of  thinking.  Remember,  they  had  23  years  to  do  the  rirt, 
thing  for  aviation  progress  and  for  the  people.  ^-^  years  to  do  the  nght 

Another  day^Another  mb.  Governor  CeUucci  will  annotmce  today  that  Massport  is 
t^g  over  Worcester  Airport  and  will  create  infiastmcture  that  will  mie  fc^^s  eL 
Timing  wise  it  seems  to  be  politics,  as  usual.  Is  this  supposed  to  makeTapZ  thaT 
made'    i  '.""^  ^'  ^""^^  '^^  -  ^el  ^fp  o^TsTs  teL. 

Rub  number  two  Three  million  dollars!  Our  money  was  used  to  fight  us  instead  of 

One  thing  is  cenain, :r^:';^z'^:^.;i':::i:zTT' 

There  will  be  no  concessions,  no  compromise  with  regard  to  1 4/32.  Massport  must 
bnng  Worcester  up  to  par.  including  infiastrticmre,  as  should  have  bernt'ne  soTnl  a.o 

Mr.  Pugsley  and  Mr.  Silva,  Logan  Airside  Improvements  Plamiing  Project  ("Proiect")  is 
not  good  for  the  people  (TTie  Human  Element),  please  do  not  approve  L  it  is  wrong!  ^ 

Sincerely, 


t_^^ames  N.  Stamos 

cc:  The  Patriot  Ledger 

The  South  Shore  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Bemice  Mader,  CAC 
Senator  Edward  M.  Kennedy 
Senator  John  F.  Kerry 
Robert  L.  Driscoll,  Sr. 


Senator  Michael  Morrissey 
Representative  Bruce  Ayers 
Representative  Joseph  Sullivan 
Sandra  M.  Kunz,  CAC 
Phil  Lemnios,  CAC 

Rodney  Slater,  U.S.  Dept.  of  Transportation 
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Letter  340 
Marie  and  James  Stamos 
Private  Citizens:  Quincy/Nortli  Quincy 


Code 

Topic  1           Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

340.1 

;  Alternatives       Runway  14/32 

...[The  current  proposal]  is  a  short  term  solution  to... a  big 
;  problem.... 

Based  on  simulation  modeling,  Logan  Airport  experienced 
120,000  hours  of  runway-related  delays  in  1998.  If  no  actions 
are  taken,  runway-related  delays  are  forecast  to  grow  as  high 
as  333,000  hours  under  a  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  The 
Preferred  Altemative  produces  immediate  and  long-term 
benefits  by  lowering  mnway  delays  by  38,000  hours  if  it  had 
been  in  place  in  1 998,  and  by  as  much  as  94,000  hours  in  the 
future  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario.  Because  of  the  impact  of 
the  regional  altematives,  the  37.5M  High  Fleet  scenario  is  not 
expected  to  be  achieved  until  2015.  The  sooner  airside 
efficiencies  are  implemented;  the  more  benefits  will  accrue 
overtime.  Section  4.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  shows 
that  delay  reduction  benefits  increase  over  time  as  traffic 
levels  increase. 

I^UIoc  impaCis 

Just  because  a  specific  decibel  level  is  detemiined  to  be 
tolerable  or  acceptable  by  a  standard,  does  not  mean  that 
we  are  able  to  or  should  have  to  tolerate  that  level  of 
noise.  Constant  noise  is  intolerable. 

The  acceptability  of  constant  or  time  varying  noise  levels 
depends  on  its  level  and  context  as  well  as  the  state  of  the 
listener.  The  federal  guidelines  are  primarily  for  the  protection 
of  people  from  noise  exposures  that  interfere  with  human 
activity,  such  as  speech  communication. 

340.3 

Alternatives       Runway  14/32 

...[Although]  most  of  the  takeoffs  will  be  over  the 
water... Where  1  live,  airplane  noise  roars  off  the  water. 

Sound  is  reflected  off  the  water  and  adds  to  the  sound 
exposure  of  people  who  live  on  the  water.  However,  the  use 
of  over-water  departure  routes  at  Logan  Airport  has  been 
developed  successfully  to  minimize  the  number  of  people 
affected  by  noise. 

340.4 

Noise  Impacts 

For  over  a  year,  there  has  been  a  marked  increase  in  the 
volume  of  that  roar  and  in  the  number  of  flights... The 
noise  starts  at  5:35  in  the  morning.  The  continuous  noise 
lasts  until  sometime  around  1 :00  AM.  With  the  prediction 
of  40,000  more  planes  in  the  air  by  the  year  2001 ,  there  is 
no  improvement  in  the  quality  of  life  no  matter  how  many 
runways  are  added.  More  plans,  more  noise.... 

The  major  source  of  aircraft  noise  in  the  Quincy  area  is  the 
arrival  of  aircraft  on  Runway  4R  and  Runway  4L.  In  the  future 
year  fleet  scenarios,  the  effective  jet  arrivals  on  these 
runways  is  significantly  less  with  the  addition  of 
Runway  14/32  (refer  to  the  comparison  between  Alternatives 
1 A  and  Altemative  4  in  Table  6.2.3  in  the  Airside  Project  Draft 
EIS/EIR). 

340.5 

Air  Quality  Standards 

Do  you  have  statistics  on  the  amount  of  [air  emissions] 
pollution  that  airplanes  reintroduce  (every  time  they  take 
off)  into  the  ocean... and  into  the  neighborhoods  whose 
residents  are  paying  dearly  with  their  health? 

The  emissions  inventories  for  future  conditions  and  altematives 
are  contained  in  Section  6.4  and  Appendix  F  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR.  These  inventories  show  that  all 
Alternatives,  including  the  No  Action  and  Preferred  Altematives, 
are  well  within  acceptable  criteria.  In  addition,  dispersion 
modeling  indicates  no  violation  of  the  NAAQS  for  the  pollutants 
analyzed  (CO,  NO  and  PMio)  under  any  altemative  and  future 
year. 

340.6 

Ground           Access  to 
Transportation  Logan 

Do  you  have  statistics  on  the  numbers  of  people  who 
have  to  travel  from  the  mid  and  western  areas  of  the 
Commonwealth  to  get  to  Logan  Airport;  how  much 
pollution;  how  much  wasted  gasoline;  how  many  lost 
hours  to  those  travelers  and  business  people,  because 
Logan  sits  at  the  far  side  of  the  Commonwealth? 

Although  this  specific  infonnation  is  not  available,  Massport 
has  a  long-standing  relationship  with  the  City  of  Worcester  to 
aid  Worcester  Regional  Airport  in  reaching  its  full  potential, 
thereby  improving  the  efficiency  of  the  New  England  air 
transportation  networi<.  Massport  assumed  operational 
control  of  the  Worcester  Regional  Airport  on 
January  15,  2000.  Refer  to  Section  2.10  of  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  for  a  discussion  of  Massport's  efforts  to  promote 
increased  utilization  of  Worcester  Regional  and  other  regional 
airports. 

Letter  340:  Marie  and  James  Stamos 

Private  Citizens:  Quincy/North  Quincy 
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Code 

340.7 


Topic  1 

Regional 
Transportation 


Topic  2 

Regional 
Airports 


Comment 


340.( 


A  new  airport  and  regionalization  are  the  only  solutions. 
Massport  must  bring  Worcester  up  to  par,  including 
infrastructure,  as  should  have  been  done  so  long  ago.... 


Environmental 

Review 

Process 


Public  Process 


Massport  did  not  make  an  attempt  to  present  their 
program  for  expansion  to  the  residents  of  the  South 
Shore. 


1  i 


I 


Response 

A  second  major  airport  is  not  a  solution  to  the  current  delay 
and  congestion  problems  at  Logan  Airport.  The  Proposed 
Project  to  reduce  delay  and  enhance  safety  at  Logan  Airport 
must  be  implemented  in  the  near  term  to  address  current  and 
future  operating  conditions.  Even  if  a  second  major  airport 
were  to  be  pursued,  the  planning  period  for  site  selection  and 
environmental  review  would  require  ten  to  15  years,  in 
addition  to  a  multi-year  construction  period.  Rather, 
Logan  Airport  is  part  of  a  regional  system  of  airports  that 
includes  the  T.F.  Green/Providence,  the  Manchester,  and  the 
Worcester  Regional  airports.  Sen/ice  development  and 
:  increased  passenger  traffic  at  these  airports  are  an  important 
:  part  of  the  region's  long-term  strategy  to  accommodate 
:  passenger  and  activity  growth.  Greater  use  of  the  regional 
airports  will  provide  passengers  within  the  service  area  of 
:  such  airports  with  a  viable  alternative  to  Logan  Airport.  Since 
demand  within  Logan  Airport's  primary  service  area  will 
remain  strong,  the  improvements  at  other  regional  airports 
will  not  eliminate  the  need  for  airside  projects  at 
:  Logan  Airport. 

There  was  an  extensive  public  participation  and  review 
process  during  the  preparation  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft 
EIS/EIR.  Public  comments  were  received  on  the  ENF  after  it 
was  filed  during  the  summer  of  1 995.  In  the  fall  of  1 995, 
several  public  scoping  sessions  were  held  to  provide 
community  input  to  the  subsequent  state  and  federal  scopes 
for  the  project.  To  assure  that  the  Airside  analysis  was 
conducted  with  awareness  and  input  from  all  concerned 
parties,  the  Massport  Board  established  the  Airside  Review 
Committee  (ARC),  which  consists  of  the  Community  Advisory 
Committee  (with  representatives  from  24  communities 
surrounding  Logan  Airport),  and  1 1  businesses  and  industry 
organizations.  Massport  also  funded  independent  consultants 
for  the  CAC  to  provide  them  with  the  capacity  to 
professionally  assess  the  analysis  and  conclusions  of  the 
Airside  Study.  Between  1995  and  1999,  Massport  held 
16  meetings  with  the  ARC,  an  additional  15  meetings  with 
just  the  CAC,  and  several  meetings  with  the 
CAC  consultants.  In  addition,  Massport  made 
29  presentations  to  elected  officials,  most  of  whom  represent 
Logan  Airport's  neighboring  communities,  and  Massport  held  ■ 
45  meetings  with  community  and  business  leaders,  reaching 
an  audience  of  more  than  3,000  people.  During  the  public 
comment  period  on  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR,  the 
FAA  held  two  public  hearings. 

In  January  2000,  in  response  to  the  FAA's  review  of  the  Draft  \ 
EIS,  the  FAA  called  for  preparation  of  a  Supplemental  Draft 
EIS  to  address  specific  issues  identified  by  the  FAA  following  j 
input  from  a  SDEIS  Panel  consisting  of  six  persons.  At  the 
FAA's  direction,  three  SDEIS  Panel  members  were  appointed  ! 
by  the  Govemor  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  and 
three  were  appointed  by  the  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Boston. 
Under  the  direction  of  the  New  England  Region  FAA,  the 
SDEIS  Panel  convened  in  March  of  2000  and  then  met  at 
least  monthly  with  a  final  meeting  in  December  of  2000.  A 
total  of  12  meetings  were  held.  To  provide  the  appropriate  \ 
background,  the  SDEIS  Panel  was  presented  with  an  Interim  1 
Supplemental  Draft  EIS,  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR, 
answers  to  key  letters  written  by  members  of  the  public, 
concerned  agencies  and  public  officials  responding  to  the 
Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR,  and  a  series  of  1 5  visual  and 
written  presentations  from  the  Project's  technical  consulting 
team  and  other  independent  industry  experts. 
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Code     Topic  1 


340.9 


Environmental 

Review 

Process 


Topic  2 

Public  Process 


Comment 


...there  is  no  expansion  solution  at  Logan. ..there  is  really 
only  one  solution  a  new  airport;  regionalization  will  always 
be  innportant;  infrastructure  to  handle  the  certain  increase 
in  demand  is  essential. 


Response 

Because  the  development  of  a  second  major  airport  would 
require  ten  to  15  years  for  site  selection  and  environmental 
review,  in  addition  to  a  multi-year  construction  period,  this 
option  is  not  viewed  as  a  solution  to  accommodating  forecast 
demand  over  the  next  20  years.  Hanscom  Field's  potential 
sen/ice  area  overlaps  with  the  sen/ice  areas  for 
several  airports  that  already  have  the  necessary 
infrastructure  for  commercial  service.  These  airports  are  the 
Hanscom  Field,  T.F.  Green/Providence,  and  Worcester 
Regional,  all  which  have  had  or  are  undergoing  major 
improvements  to  their  temninal  buildings,  other  landside 
facilities  and  airfields. 
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IVAN  AND  NANCY  BLECHER 
1025  WINTHROP  AVE 
REVERE.  MASS.  02151 


LETTER  341 


APRIL  22,  1999 


MR.  ARTHUR  PUGSLEY 

BOSTON,  MASS  02202 
DEAR  MR.  PUGSLEY, 

airport""  Tmmisf^lJll  IZ?''"  — 

OVERWHELMING.     l^VE  IppEA^e/™  ^^^L'  """"^  ""^  '^^ 

BUT  TO  NO  AVAIL.       THE^om  LE^.f  L™"  OCCASIONS 
TWELVE  YEARS,  GETTING  WORSE  ^0  ^^^^    ""^^'^^^''E''  «  ™E 

EXAKIN^KOIsf  Uv°ELf  A^OUm'^;  uomJ  ^  « 
WHEN  THE  RUNWAY  EFFEr™^^."°"^-    °^  ^UI^SE,  HE  CAME 
AND  4-4L)    ™  ?n  ^.c^^'^  BEING  USED  (4-4R 

I  CANNOT  AFfSS  To  WVE  ?„^'|E°f  P^n?::''''  INACCURATE. 
EXPERT  OR  THE  RESULTS  WOU^D^Hl^rBE^E^'^N^^ES:  dIfHI™ 

WHETHEr^T^™-  oHro^VSLSxr^  ™- 

:ONOREriNf?jET0Nlr^H'LS^^°liTl;.^'"^ 

MASSPORT^It'SSg  was' EVEruONF'?n°°  ""^^^  ^'^^'^^''^^  ™ 
PROBLEM.    AIRPLANES  FLY  nVF»^L^  ^  ™  AI-I^EVIATE  THIS 

AS  LATE  AS  2:30  P  M.  "^'^'^        '  =  30  A.M.  AND 

THANKING  YOU  FOR  YOUR  ttmp      t  „^ 
BECAUSE  I  CAN'T  EVEN  HEAR  Sv  ^^r;  r  ^  "^AR  ME, 

THE  NOISE  overhead:  ""^^  TALKS  TO  ME  WI^H 


tliCERELYp>\ 
IVAN  BLECHE 


iER 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  341 
Ivan  and  Nancy  Blecher 
Private  Citizens:  Revere 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


341.1 


Noise 


Runway  14/32 


341.2   :  Public  Health  Effects 


We  are  both  against  the  proposed  new  runway  at  Logan 
Airport.  The  noise  levels  of  airplanes  night  and  day  are 
ovenwhelming.  The  new  proposed  runway  would  only 
increase  this  effect.... 

The  soot  on  windows  is  another  problem  that  this  airport 
ignores  and  the  long-range  effects  on  health. 


Response 


The  noise  exposures  in  Revere  are  lower  in  2010  with  the 
Preferred  Alternative  than  with  the  No  Action  Alternative 
(refer  to  Tables  6.2.9  and  6.2.10  in  Volume  1  and  Tables  1.3- 
1.5  in  Appendix  L  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and 
compare  Alternative  1A  and  Alternative  4). 


The  soot  in  urban  areas  comprises  compounds  from  a  variety 
of  sources,  primarily  roadways 

Monitoring  of  airtome  soot  levels  in  the  vicinity  of  Logan  Airport 
has  shown  that  the  airport  is  a  very  small  (less  than  one 
percent)  contributor.  The  air  quality  analysis,  based  on 
EPA/MDEP  models  and  guidelines,  performed  for  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  is  considered  to  be  comprehensive 
and  state-of-the-art. 

Neither  Massport  nor  the  FAA  has  a  program  to  increase 
passenger  demand  at  Logan  Airport.  Rather,  the  objective  of 
both  organizations  is  to  accommodate  demand  safely  and 
efficiently.  The  recommended  Airside  Project  is  intended  to 
enable  Logan  Airport  to  accommodate  cun-ent  and 
future  aircraft  activity  with  minimum  delay.  The  construction  of 
Runway  14/32  would  significantly  reduce  delays  associated 
with  northwest  wind  conditions,  but  would  not  be  expected  to 
induce  additional  aircraft  traffic  or  passenger  activity  at 
Logan  Airport. 


Letter  341 :  Ivan  and  Nancy  Blecher 
Private  Citizens:  Revere 


! 


I 


Endicott  Ave.,  Revere  MA  02151 
March  3, 1999 


A^^H^xlo^^°^^^^^  Affairs         LETTER  342 

Attention  MEPA  Office 

ft^^.^^'Ssley  -  EOEA  No.  10458 
100  Cambndge  Street,  20th  Floor 
Boston,  MA  2025 

John  C.  Silva 

Manager,  Environmental  Programs 
Airports  Division,  ANE-600 
New  England  Region 
12  New  England  Executive  Park 
Burlington,  MA  01803 

Dear  Mr.  Pugsley  and  Mr.  SHva, 

tne  Logan  Airside  Improvement  Program. 

Runway  14..'^'? 

of  oper^b^r^rA^^^^^^^^  Runway  14/32?  The  numbers 

Arrivals  on  22  Left  will  go  from 

•8,661  in  1993  to  13,678 -21,367  with  no  action 
•to  13,285 -20,068  with  no  runway 

•  to  8,310  -  12,474  with  runway  14/32. 
Departures  on  4  Right  will  go  from 

•  23,092  in  1993  to  16,727 -20,510  with  no  action 

•  16,645  -  21,502  with  no  runway 

•  14,717  -  17,946  with  runway  14/32. 

These  numbers  indicate  that  runway  14/32  won'f  vc 

y  14/32  won  t  make  life  any  better,  but  without 


runway  14/32,  life  will  be  a  lot  worse. 

'^c^°"*  ^  u"'         ""^y  °^  operations  wiU  occur  in  larger 

?lf^^  f"""  P'""'^  ^  <l"i«"^'  but  technically,  heav^  S  ie 

avowed  to  make  rno^  noise  and  still  be  Stage  3  compliant,  t  there  a  sS^ 

otX^T  Z  ^^^'^  ''^'^^  P'***  ''"'^        °f      2010  fleet  will  t^y  be 
quieter?  Is  this  factored  mto  the  noise  analysis' 

r,o-c    I^'l'^'S^'  °*  the  quieter  Stage  3  aircraft  peaks  in  1999,  as  is  indicated  on  the 
no.se  charts.  However,  it  seems  that  by  2010,  Revere  will  experience  as  much  or 
more  noise  as  m  Uie  base  year  of  1993.  Will  some  of  that  yeSy  average  of  noise 
mdude  multiple  flights  of  over  100  dedbels  between  7:00^and  730  on  a  smZer 
fClT  """"^^.f  ^^ in  the  past?  It  is  good  to  point  out  that  even 
Aough  some  residents  have  soundproofed  houses,  others  don't.  Sometimes  til  is 
because  they  cou^d  not  afford  to  bring  their  house  up  to  code  to  qualify  f^fte 
S^oo^         ^        '  "™  P^^yS^'"^'^      blaches  cannot  be 

Logan's  rise  in  activity  has  an  adverse  environmental  effect.  We  residents 

KL',4f37T  -^^f'  °^  ""^'"^^  ^  the  threat  is  tl^H^  we  don't 

iiave  14/32,  the  pnce  will  be  even  higher. 

Lowering  the  minimum 

The  EIS/R  did  not  consider  this  feahire  to  have  any  environmental  effect 
IStelTr  f  ^P'^'  ^'         Environmental  Impact 

fm^T^^fJt'  "    pictured  on  the  cover  graphic.  We  beUeve  it  does  have  an 
impact,  both  from  noise  and  from  safety. 

^/T^      information  provided  in  Appendbt  D,  Massport  predicts  122  more 
ToT^e^n  °f  Persistence  excj^dence  (2010"°  Im 

^"f^f        ^Kf  "^^"^     """"y  22/4.  That  means  more  noise  in  Beachmont 

tf^^     1-      /  =^ShUy  increased  availability  and  the  resulting  rise  in  eqmvalent 

conditions.  -  (emphasis  added)  As  was  explataed  in  the 
preceding  comments  on  14/32,  traffic  is  predicted  to  continue  to  grow,  which  wo^d 
put  more  planes  over  our  heads  -  more  planes  in  worse  weather 

n.^.-     «    u.^^"  'nf,  ""''^y       Beachmont  will  benefit  from  moving  the 
Deasion  Height  from  BeUe  Isle  Marsh  to  just  past  Saratoga  Street.  We  wm?t  heL 

S  po^ou^a?  t^e  1^7'^^«' ^^"S'' 

Ivfr^^i?!    i  Height  i=      on  ^e  airport.  It  is 

over  2000  feet  from  the  runway  end,  and  very  dose  to  East  Boston 

rlo„H  .Vtff         T  t.T"^"'^*  """^  P>^«  "'hich  come  in  with  a  low 

doud  cover  a^e  very  loud  because  of  the  effect  of  the  noise  boundng  off  the 
moistoe  m  the  air.  That  means  more  planes  coming  in  worse  weaTher  Zl  be 

As  far  as  safety  is  concerned,  the  shidy  states  that  lowering  the  visibihtv 
muuma  will  .mcre^^e  flexibUity  "hy  avoiding  crosswind  landings."  It  is  noTdear  if 

n"°"'»w'^^  ""u  """"  °^  '  ""^"^"^  *an  they  woSld  like,  but  iUs 
imphed.  Does  that  mean  that  safety  has  been  compromised  for  the  last  20  yeai' 


This  is  not  meant  as  a  rhetorical  question,  but  it  brings  up  the  point  that  the  issue  of 
lowering  the  visibility  minima  for  landing  should  not  be  folded  into  this 
environmental  impact  report.  We  deserve  to  understand  more  dearly  why  we  will 
be  safer  with  lowered  minima.  For  a  start,  could  the  word  "transponder^  be 
included  in  the  glossary? 

A  further  criticism  of  this  presentation  is  that  the  height  of  Beachmont  Hill, 
as  presented  to  the  many  readers  of  this  study,  is  questionable.  The  top  of  the  Mary 
T.  Ronan,  housing  a  beacon,  is  well  over  the  height  protrayed  in  Figure  3  of 
Appendix  D.  Given  the  angle  of  descent  and  the  height  of  the  hili  planes  are  not 
much  more  than  300'  above  us.  We  would  like  the  pilot  and  copilot  to  see  us. 

In  conclusion,  we  see  that  we  wiU  get  less  punishment  with  14/32  than 
without  it,  but  we  wHl  experience  a  constant  increase  in  overflights  as  Logan's  traffic 
expands.  This  will  translate  into  noise  for  us.  We  are  not  getting  a  break. 

Secondly,  we  are  seriously  concerned  about  the  proposal  to  lower  the  cloud 
ceiling  for  landings  on  Rtmway  22  Left.  It  will  certainly  bring  more  noise  and 
seems  to  be  a  possible  danger.  We  think  this  matter  needs  to  be  explored  more  fully. 

Sincerely, 


3 


I 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  342 
Lynn  Mazzaullo 
Private  Citizens:  Revere 


Code 

Topic  1 

Topic  2 

Comment 

Response 

342.1 

1  Alternatives 

Runway  14/32 

;  Will  Revere  experience  a  growth  in  traffic  with  Runway 
14/32?  ...[Air  traffic  projections]  indicate  that  runway 
14/32  won't  make  life  any  better,  but  without  runway 
14/32,  life  will  be  a  lot  worse. 

Revere  is  nearest  the  flight  paths  of  Runway  4L'R  departures 
and  Runway  22L/R  arrivals.  The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR 
indicates  that  the  Preferred  Alternative  would  promote  runway 
use  in  a  manner  that  is  more  consistent  with  annual 
PRAS  goals,  reducing  the  current  dependence  on 
northeast/southwest  operations.  This  will  lead  to  a  decreased 
percentage  of  equivalent  operations  over  Revere. 
Additionally,  by  increasing  the  number  of  operations  over 
water,  Runway  1 4/32  would  reduce  the  total  annual  hours  of  | 
dwell  and  persistence  over  populated  areas  in  accordance 
with  short-term  PRAS  goals,  cutting  dwell  and  persistence 
over  Revere  significantly. 

342.2 

:  Noise 

Hushkitted 
Aircraft 

A  word  about  noise:  many  of  these  future  operations  will 
occur  in  large  planes. ..[which  may  be]  quieter,  but.. .are 
allowed  to  make  more  noise  and  still  be  Stage  3 
compliant.  Is  there  a  study  somewhere  in  the  EIS/R  which 
predicts  how  many  of  the  2010  fleet  will  truly  be  quieter? 
is  this  factored  into  the  noise  analysis? 

The  noise  characteristics  of  the  future  aircraft  are  factored 
into  the  noise  analysis.  Many  new  large  aircraft,  such  as  the 
Boeing  777  and  the  Airbus  A330,  will  be  much  quieter  than 
today's  large  Stage  3  aircraft  because  their  engines  are 
quieter  and  because,  during  takeoff,  they  climb  much  faster 
because  they  have  two  instead  of  four  engines. 

FAR  Part  36  permits  larger  (heavier)  Stage  3  aircraft  to 
generate  more  noise  than  smaller  ones.  However,  the  latest 
generation  of  Stage  3  aircraft  are  quieter  than  FAR  Part  36 
requires.  Appendix  1  of  the  DEIS/R  contains  details  of  the 
individual  aircraft  types  assumed  in  the  future  fleets.  These 
types  were  used  in  the  operations  analysis  as  well  as  the 
noise  analysis. 

342.3 

Noise 

Impacts 

...it  seems  that  by  2010  Revere  will  experience  as  much 
or  more  noise  as  in  the  base  year  of  1 993.  Will  some  of 
that  yearly  average  of  noise  include  multiple  flights  of  over 
100  decibels  between  7:00  and  7:30  on  a  summer 
Sunday  morning  as  has  been  the  case  in  the 
past... porches,  terraces,  streets,  playgrounds  and 
u^ay^ii^o  uai  iMUl  uc  ouui  lufjiuuicu.  Luudn  o  Hse  in  acuviiy 
has  an  adverse  environmental  effect. 

The  noise  exposures  in  Revere  are  lower  in  2010  with  the 
Preferred  Alternative  than  with  the  No  Action  Alternative 
(refer  to  Tables  6.2.9  and  6.2. 1 0  in  Volume  1  and  Tables  1 .3-  i 
1 .5  in  Appendix  L  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and 
compare  Altemative  1 A  and  Alternative  4). 

342.4 

Alternatives 

Reduced 
Approach 
Minima 

The  EIS/R  did  not  consider  ...[lowering  the  minimum]  to 
have  any  environmental  effect. ..We  believe  it  does  have 
an  impact,  both  from  noise  and  from  safety.  Massport 
predicts  122  more  hours  of  dwell  exceedence  and  194 
more  hours  of  persistence  exceedence  (2010  37.5  low 
fleet)  for  those  affected  by  runway  22/4.  That  means  more  ■ 
noise  in  Beachmont,  most  of  it  probably  in  summer 
fog. . ."these  small  changes  can  be  attributed  to  the  slightly  ^ 
increased  availability  and  the  resulting  rise  in  equivalent 
jet  operations  during  IFR  conditions"... traffic  is  predicted 
to  continue  to  grow,  which  would  put  more  planes  over 
our  heads--  more  planes  in  worse  weather... our 
experience  is  that  those  planes  which  come  in  with  a  low 
cloud  cover  are  very  loud  because  of  the  effect  of  the 
noise  bouncing  off  the  moisture  in  the  air. 

The  preferential  runway  rules  at  Logan  Airport  have  late  night 
departures  on  Runway  16  over  the  harbor  as  the  highest 
priority  to  minimize  departures  over  highly  populated 
neighborhoods. 

Letter  342:  Lynn  Mazzaullo 

Private  Citizens:  Revere 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


342.5 

Alternatives 

Reduced 

Approach 

Minima 

342.6 

Alternatives 

Reduced 

Approach 

Minima 

...lowering  the  visibility  minima  for  landing  should  not  be 
folded  into  this  environmental  impact  report.  We  desen/e 
to  understand  more  clearly  why  we  will  be  safer  with 
lowered  minima. 


A  further  criticism  of  this  presentation  is  that  the  height  of 
Beachmont  Hill,  as  presented  to  the  many  readers. ..is 
questionable.  The  top  of  the  Mary  T.  Ronan,  housing  a 
beacon,  is  well  over  the  height  portrayed  in  Figure  3  of 
Appendix  D.  Given  the  angle  of  descent  and  the  height  of 
the  hill,  planes  are  not  much  more  than  300'  above  us.  We 
would  like  the  pilot  and  copilot  to  see  us. 


Response 


The  agreement  between  the  City  of  Boston,  the  FAA  and 
Massport  stipulates  that  any  modification  of  the  existing 
minimums  requires  completion  of  an  EIS/EIR,  even  though 
the  setting  of  minimums  is  othenwise  categorically  excluded 
from  the  EIS/EIR  process.  The  reduced  minimums  will,  in 
fact,  enhance  safety  by  providing  precision  guidance  to  a 
point  closer  to  touchdown  and  reducing  reliance  on 
Runway  4R  under  poor  weather  conditions,  when  winds  may 
favor  use  of  an  alternate  runway. 

Based  on  the  analysis,  aircraft  passing  over  the  top  of 
Beachmont  Hill  would  be  approximately  500  ft  above  sea 
level,  which  is  more  than  300  ft  above  the  top  of  Beachmot 
Hill. 


Letter  342:  Lynn  Mazzaullo 

Private  Citizens:  Revere 


April  22.  1999 


LETTER  343 


Robert  Durand 

mn  r'''^"?''.^"''"''""  of  Environmental  Affairs 

lOU  Cambridge  Street  -  Room  2000 

Boston,  MA  02202 
Dear  Mr  Durand. 


f  aiTi  writing  to  express  my  strong  opposition  to  Runway  14/32  f  nurrh.c.H    ,  r 

house  m  Rosiindale  in  1991  was  married  in  1007     T      i.  P^^^^^^ed  a  3-family 

made  grea,  strides  in  many  Teas  indudfn„  ,  h  And  it  has  recently 

a..a.n         0..  .nvesr-L'^^^^rHr  1=^^^^^^^^  - 


honle   I  J,s  rLemfu  X„  "  /  n  r         ""^"^       ™"        '•'^^^'V  °vcr  my 

neighborhood  fa  no  ,er  And  ,  ,     '  "^'"^^  ™« 

wofse  ^  "  '  "I""         P^'^'-'ial  of  the  problem  growing 

sltn^otlrfl^c":':':!" =  environmenrally  friendly 


congestion. 
Thank  you  for  your  help 
Sincerely 

Matthew  S.  Baronas 
80  Sherwood  Street 
Rosiindale.  MA  0213 
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Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  343 
Matthew  S.  Baronas 
Private  Citizens:  Roslindale 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Response 


One  nuisance. ..that  I  have  seen  grow  into  a  significant 
problem  over  the  last  couple  of  years  is  the  noise  and 
pollution  of  air  traffic  that  now  runs  directly  over  my  home 
[in  Roslindale]... flight  pattern  changes  made  my  once 
quiet  neighborhood  far  noisier... I  am  very  upset  at  the 
potential  of  the  problem  growing  worse. 


The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the 
Preferred  Altemative  would  promote  mnway  use  in  a  manner 
that  is  more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals.  The  total 
number  of  departures  from  Runway  27  (over  South  Boston, 
Roxbury,  and  Jamaica  Plain)  would  increase,  but  the  number 
of  equivalent  jet  operations  would  remain  essentially  the 
same.  The  difference  in  these  communities  would  be  fewer 
nighttime  operations  and  more  daytime  operations  but  the 
same  noise  impacts.  Total  departures  from  Runway  33L  and 
arrivals  to  Runway  15R  (over  East  Boston  and  Chelsea) 
would  increase,  but  most  of  these  are  non-jets.  These  runway 
operations  are  currently  running  well  below  the  PRAS  goals, 
and  the  unidirectional  Runway  14/32  would  allow  the 
controllers  to  approach,  but  still  remain  below  the  annual 
goals  for  these  operations.  Additionally,  by  increasing  the 
number  of  operations  over  water.  Runway  14/32  would 
reduce  the  total  annual  hours  of  dwell  and  persistence  over 
populated  areas  in  accordance  with  short-term  PRAS  goals. 


Letter  343:  Matthew  S.  Baronas 

Private  Citizens:  Roslindale 


v.on,mcnis  to:  Draft  Logan  Airs.de  Improvements  EOEA  #10458 

COMMENT  PROCEDURE  for-  Draft  LoMn  A.Vci^^  i 

ror.  urm  Logan  Airside  Improvements  (a.k.a.  Runway  14/32)  EOEA#104^« 

AH  comments  on  EIRs  (environmcntaJ  imoact  rcoort^  m„ct       .  l  

id=n.,fyi„g  number.,  bu.  0,=  EOEA  mZLT^  ZfJS  1«  l!!"^     """""  ™^ 
Cpmn,en«  no,  rcfrrr-n.  „  d.c  EOFA  fll, n„mh.r miy  aoUecoasidci^.  LETTER  344 

All  comments  must  be  received  April  22. 1999 

All  mail  concerning  the  environmental  impact  revievv  nrocr^  mri..^.„  cr 

must  be  addressed  to:  including  fihngs.  comments,  and  all  associated  materials 

BobDurand.  Secretarj- 
Executive  Office  of  En'vironmental  Affairs 
Attention;  MEPA  Office 
Arthur  Pugslc>'  EOEA  No.  #10458 
100  Cambridge  Street  -  20th  Floor 
Boston.  MA  02202 


My  consents  ,o  .he  EIR-Logan  Airside  ■mnrov^.n.,  „^  ^  ,^„^^^^ 


Name  Natalie  Dif floth 
Address         ^yinmes  yt. — 


Roslindale ,  MA 


Phone 


325-452S 


I 

i 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  344 
Natalie  Diffloth 
Private  Citizens:  Roslindale 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


344.1 


Altematives       Runway  14/32 


Response 


With  \he  obvious  increase  in  noise  that  a  new  runway  will 
produce.. .our  quality  of  life  will  be  seriously  altered. 


The  dispersion  model  portion  of  the  LDMS  is  an  EPA- 
approved  model.  The  methodology  is  consistent  with  FAA 
and  EPA  guidelines. 


Letter  344:  Natalie  Diffloth 

Private  Citizens:  Roslindale 


i 


I 


v-ommeno  to:  urait  u>gan  Ainide  Improvemmts  EOEA  #10458 

COMMENT  PROCEDURE  for:  Draft  Logan  Airside  Improvements  (a.k.a.  Runway  ,4/32)  EOEA  #.«4.; 

All  comments  on  EIR5  (environmcntaJ  impact  report)  must  refer  tn  th^  pop  a  ri       u  ^ 

identifying  numbers,  but  the  EOEA  file  numbeTt^I  on"  Tj^S^''  "^^^  ""^  ^  ■ 

Comments  not  referring  to  the  EOF  A  file  n..mh.r  he  considcmrf 

All  comments  must  be  received  April  22.  1999 
All  mail  concerning  the  environmental  impact  review  nrocp^c  mri„ri;«„  cr 

must  be  addressed  to:  ^         "'"'"^'"^  ^''"^s.  comments,  and  all  associated  matcnals 

Bob  Durand.  Secretary,- 
Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention:  M EPA  Office 
Arthur  Pugsle>'  EOEA  No.  £10458 
1 00  Cambridge  Street  -  20th  Floor 
Boston.  MA  02202 


TIER  345 


My  comments  to  .he  EIR-Logan  Airside  Imorovemenls  Plan  EOEA  #10458  are  as  follows: 


DO  NOT  DU  THIS  TO  OUR  ■^KTr.HRQRHQQD,  ,  ,  ,  !     mSTnM   345.1 

RUINED  BY  THT.S  NOISK.     T».p.  gpT  TO  nv  .MOv„..-T:77r 


Name    S;,i  r,^ppc 
Address 30  Symmes  St. 
Rosimdale  -•- : ,  MA 

Phone  469-4654 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  345 
Sal  Lopes 
Private  Citizens:  Roslindale 


Code 

345.1 


Topic  1 

Alternatives 


Topic  2 


Comment 


Runway  14/32  ;  Boston  will  be  ruined  by  this  noise. 


Response 


While  equivalent  jet  operations  increase  by  more  than 
50  percent  from  a  1993  base  to  the  future  37.5M  High  Fleet 
scenario  if  the  Preferred  Alternative  is  implemented,  the 
appropriate  basis  for  comparison  of  the  Preferred  Alternative 
is  the  No  Action  Alternative.  Equivalent  jet  operations  would 
increase  by  more  than  75  percent  over  the  Preferred 
Alternative  if  no  action  were  taken.  Despite  the  increase  in 
equivalent  jet  operations,  the  Airside  analysis  indicates  that 
overall  noise  impacts  decline  over  time  with  the  elimination  of 
Stage  2  aircraft  and  the  replacement  of  hushkitted  Stage  3 
aircraft  with  non-hushkitted  Stage  3  aircraft.  By  allowing 
aircraft  operations  to  shift  from  over-land  to  over-water 
routings  and  by  providing  greater  flexibility  in  the  use  of 
Runways  27  and  33L  for  takeoff,  the  Preferred  Alternative 
further  reduces  the  highest  noise  impacts  to  the  close-in 
neighboring  communities.  Furthermore,  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  also  demonstrates  the  more  equitable  balance  of 
noise  impacts  among  communities  surrounding  Logan  Airport 
that  can  be  achieved  with  the  Preferred  Alternative  as 
opposed  to  the  imbalance  that  occurs  today  and  would  occur 
in  the  future  if  no  action  is  taken. 


Letter  345:  Sal  Lopes 

Private  Citizens:  Roslindale 


VIA  FACSIMILE 


LETTER  346 


37  Prospect  Avenue 
Roslindale,  MA  02131 
April  22,  1999 

Mr.  Robert  A.  Durand  -  Secretary 
Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 
100  Cambridge  Street  -  Room  2000 
Boston,  MA  02202 
Attn:  MEPA  Office 


RE:EOEA#  10458 
Dear  Mr,  Durand: 


We  ^prcc  ate  the  opportumty  to  comment  on  MassPort's  DPT<;  fnr  tK» 
at  Logan  airport.  We  have  only  recentiv  b^arr^l.r    IZT  Proposed  runway  14/32 

to  review  the  DEIS  thoroucWv  We^.L  T  f  ^^'^  ^'^^^"^  ^  ^^^^      had  a  chance 

articles  and  PumlZ^Ast^^^^^^  ^P^'^^"  T '  "f^^'  ^  ^'^^  "^^^ 
Based  on  this,  we  submit  the  JoUolgt I^V^^^^  P-P^-i- 


We  bought  our  home  in  Roslindale  in  1994    Tfl,.,!,        j  i  ,. 

raise  »  family  so  near  urban  op^Tsp^s  !ueh  l^Z^"  t**? ^^L'"  ""^  "  ""Shborhood  and 
our  neighborhood  is  quiet  vXh?^.?.  t^-^"*^'"  Am""  Arboretum.  GeneraUy 

However,  on  certain  C^v^otice  to rltffi  """^ 

play,  indoor  conversetio^  andX  WetvTS?.'?!^ "  *amaticaUy  and  dismpts  outdoor 
in  use.  Planes  roar  overhead  M  a  rtte  of  .holt      ,  ™"^y  ^7  is 

MassPort's  proposed  expansion  is  h^Wtti  "^^  """^ 

Oncluding  the  popular  oascTm^'  "^f^t 
That's  120  flights  per  dayl  Our  r^ativ,  ul.      •  "  "^f^""*"")  ^        45,000  flights/year. 
severely  impaaed.'ln  ^itS^^'Z^Z^Xjf^  "  "'"^  1'««'V 
value.  ^  ™*  "'°"1<'  have  a  negative  efiect  on  our  property 

not  used  a  consensus  buddmg  approach  to  achieve  the  wisest  solution 


^adequate  >nd  that  you  direct ^r^"!!?"'*" '^""o         the  docLent 
«d  eng^c  a  broad  Lgc  of^^dlttritllT"  *^"8h -alwtion  of  alternatives 
need  to  be  better  «|dre„ed  inciudTSta^  ''^^  ">« 

^  growth  m  air  traffic,  building  ,  s  WwbJ,Z  "  "^r**  *°  P^j"*"" 
figures  in  developing  and  evalua&g  aSnC^iSd^'™lr^  """" 
Cireater  Boston  area  will  impact  so  m,ny^^„  ^^^^^'Tf"^^ 
consensus  is  essential.  "osion  area  residents  that  achievuig  reasonable 


RespectfiiUy,  / 

Stephanie  Moura 
Kate  Keeler 


cc; 


John  DeViUars  -  Regional  Administrator,  EPA  -  New  England 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  346 

Stephanie  Moura  and  Kate  Keeler 
Private  Citizens:  Roslindale 


Code     Topic  1 


346.1    I  Alternatives 


Topic  2 

Runway  14/32 


Comment 


346.2 


Open  Space/ 
Parkland 


Impacts 


Response 


...on  certain  days  [when  Runway  27  is  in  use]  we  notice 
that  the  air  traffic  increases  dramatically  [over  Roslindale] 
and  disrupts  outdoor  play,  indoor  conversation,  and  sleep. 
Planes  roar  overhead  at  a  rate  of  about  1  or  2  per 
minute.. .[which]  would. ..be  the  norm  if  Massport's 
proposed  expansion  is  implemented. ..we  are  alarmed  by 
the  projected  increase  in  air  traffic  over  the  Roslindale 
area... Our  relative  urban  quiet  will  be  shattered  and  our 
quality  of  life  severely  impacted. 


We  are  alarmed  by  projected  air  traffic  increases  over  the 
popular  oases  of  Franklin  Park  and  the  Arboretum 


The  model  and  methods  used  to  develop  these  data  were 
based  on  EPA-  and  DEP-approved  guidelines  and  show  that 
the  UAAQS  will  not  be  violated. 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the 
Preferred  Altemative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner 
that  is  more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals.  The  total 
number  of  departures  from  Runway  27  (over  South  Boston, 
Roxbury,  and  Jamaica  Plain)  would  increase,  but  the  number 
of  equivalent  jet  operations  would  remain  essentially  the 
same.  The  difference  in  these  communities  would  be  fewer 
nighttime  operations  and  more  daytime  operations  but  the 
same  noise  impacts.  Total  departures  from  Runway  33L  and 
arrivals  to  Runway  15R  (over  East  Boston  and  Chelsea) 
would  increase,  but  most  of  these  are  non-jets.  These  runway 
operations  are  currently  mnning  well  below  the  PRAS  goals, 
and  the  unidirectional  Runway  14/32  would  allow  the 
controllers  to  approach,  but  still  remain  below  the  annual 
goals  for  these  operations.  Additionally,  by  increasing  the 
number  of  operations  over  water,  Runway  14/32  would 
reduce  the  total  annual  hours  of  dwell  and  persistence  over 
populated  areas  in  accordance  with  short-temi  PRAS  goals. 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  contains  additional  analysis  of 
the  project  relative  to  parklands.  As  depicted  in  Figure  6.3-4 
of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR,  the  Arnold  Arboretum, 
Emerald  Necklace,  and  Franklin  Park  are  well  outside  the 
65  dB  DNL  noise  contour  associated  with  the 
Preferred  Altemative.  Therefore,  the  Airside  Project  will  have 
no  impact  on  these  parklands.  In  addition,  the 
Boston  Harbor  Islands,  while  within  the  No  Action  Altemative 
65  dB  DNL  noise  contour,  will  have  no  noise  increase  under 
the  Preferred  Altemative.  Refer  to  Section  6.3  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  additional  discussion  of 
parklands. 


Letter  346:  Stephanie  Moura  and  Kate  Keeler 
Private  Citizens:  Roslindale 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


...despite  the  reportedly  extensive  public  participation         There  was  an  extensive  public  participation  and  review 
program  Massport  has  undertaken,  it  appears  that  the        process  during  the  preparation  of  the  Airside  Project  Draft 
agency  has  not  used  a  consensus  building  approach  to       EIS/EIR.  Public  comments  were  received  on  the  ENF  after  it 
achieve  the  wisest  solution  to  the  airport's  capacity  was  filed  during  the  summer  of  1 995.  In  the  fall  of  1 995, 

P''°'''^'"-  several  public  scoping  sessions  were  held  to  provide 

.  community  input  to  the  subsequent  state  and  federal  scopes 
I  for  the  project.  To  assure  that  the  Airside  analysis  was 
I  conducted  with  awareness  and  input  from  all  concerned 
parties,  the  Massport  Board  established  the  Airside  Review 
Committee  (ARC),  which  consists  of  the  Community  Advisory 
:  Committee  (with  representatives  from  24  communities 
;  surrounding  Logan  Airport),  and  1 1  businesses  and  industry 
organizations.  Massport  also  funded  independent  consultants 
[  for  the  CAC  to  provide  them  with  the  capacity  to 
professionally  assess  the  analysis  and  conclusions  of  the 
Airside  Study.  Between  1995  and  1999,  Massport  held 
16  meetings  with  the  ARC,  an  additional  15  meetings  with 
just  the  CAC,  and  several  meetings  with  the 
;  CAC  consultants.  In  addition,  Massport  made 
:  29  presentations  to  elected  officials,  most  of  whom  represent 
:  Logan  Airport's  neighboring  communities,  and  Massport  held 
:  45  meetings  with  community  and  business  leaders,  reaching 
;  an  audience  of  more  than  3,000  people.  During  the  public 
comment  period  on  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR,  the 
:  FAA  held  two  public  hearings. 

;  In  January  2000,  in  response  to  the  FAA's  review  of  the  Draft 
EIS,  the  FAA  called  for  preparation  of  a  Supplemental  Draft 
EIS  to  address  specific  issues  identified  by  the  FAA  following 
input  from  a  SDEIS  Panel  consisting  of  six  persons.  At  the 
FAA's  direction,  three  SDEIS  Panel  members  were  appointed 
by  the  Govemor  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  and 
three  were  appointed  by  the  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Boston. 
Under  the  direction  of  the  New  England  Region  FAA,  the 
SDEIS  Panel  convened  in  March  of  2000  and  then  met  at 
least  monthly  with  a  final  meeting  in  December  of  2000.  A 
total  of  12  meetings  were  held.  To  provide  the  appropriate 
background,  the  SDEIS  Panel  was  presented  with  an  Interim 
Supplemental  Draft  EIS,  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR, 
answers  to  key  letters  written  by  members  of  the  public, 
concerned  agencies  and  public  officials  responding  to  the 
Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR,  and  a  series  of  15  visual  and 
,  written  presentations  from  the  Project's  technical  consulting 
'  team  and  other  independent  industry  experts. 
Regional  Regional  . . .the  DEIS. . .downplays  alternatives  that  could  more  A  second  major  airport  is  not  a  solution  to  the  current  delay  " 

Transportation     Airports  elegantly  resolve  the  short-  and  long-temi  problems,  as  well     and  congestion  problems  at  Logan  Airport.  The  Proposed 

as  enjoy  a  broader  level  of  public  support...conduct  a  more      Project  to  reduce  delay  and  enhance  safety  at  Logan  Airport 
.  thorough  evaluation  of  alternatives  and  engage  a  broad         must  be  implemented  in  the  near  term  to  address  current  and 
;  range  of  stakeholders  in  a  rigorous  consensus  building  future  operating  conditions.  Even  if  a  second  major  airport 

;  process.  Issues  that  need  to  be  better  addressed  include:       were  to  be  pursued,  the  planning  period  for  site  selection  and 
i  developing  a  regional  approach  to  handling  projected  long-      environmental  review  would  require  ten  to  1 5  years,  in 
;  term  growth  in  air  traffic,  building  a  second  urban  airporl,        addition  to  a  multi-year  construction  period.  Rather,' 
;  and  using  more  current  studies  and  figures  in  developing        Logan  Airport  is  part  of  a  regional  system  of  airports  that 
;  and  evaluating  alternatives.  includes  the  T.F.  Green/Providence,  the  Manchester,  and  the 

Worcester  Regional  airports.  Service  development  and 
increased  passenger  traffic  at  these  airports  are  an  important 
part  of  the  region's  long-term  strategy  to  accommodate 
passenger  and  activity  growth.  Greater  use  of  the  regional 
airports  will  provide  passengers  within  the  service  area  of 
such  airports  with  a  viable  altemative  to  Logan  Airport.  Since 
demand  within  Logan  Airport's  primary  service  area  will 
remain  strong,  the  improvements  at  other  regional  airports 
will  not  eliminate  the  need  for  airside  projects  at 
 [_  _     _  _  Logan  Airport. 


346.3   i  Environmental     Public  Process 
Review 
Process 


Letter  346:  Stephanie  Moura  and  Kate  Keeler 
Private  Citizens:  Roslindale 


LETTER  347 

All  coininents  must  be  received  April  22  1999 

AIJ  mail  concerning  the  environmental  impact  review  nr        •  , 

must  be  addressed  to:  ''''  P--s  mcludmg  filings,  comments,  and  a,f  associated  nutenais 

BobDurand.  Secretary- 
Executive  Office  of  Enviro.m,ental  Affairs 
Attention:  MEPA  Office 
Arthur  Pugsley  EOEA  No.  #10458 
1 00  Cambridge  Street  -  20tJi7i^ 
Boston.  MA  02202 

Dear  Mr.  Durand, 

My  comments  to  the  EIR-Logan  Airside  Imnr 

r  :  -^—^^^^^^  are  as  follows: 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  347 
Mary  A.  Moynihan 
Private  Citizens:  Roslindale 


Code     Topic  1 


347.1 


Alternatives 


Topic  2 

Runway  Use 


Comment 


It  seems  as  if  the  planes  are  flying  lower  tfian  tfiey  have  in 
the  past... noise  especially  is  very  disruptive. 


Response 


There  have  been  no  significant  changes  to  aircraft  arrival 
flight  patterns  at  Logan  Airport  in  several  years,  and  while 
Runway  27  departure  procedures  have  been  modified,  these 
changes  do  not  lead  to  aircraft  at  lower  altitudes.  In  addition, 
the  noise  impacts  of  individual  flights  have  actually  declined 
as  Stage  2  aircraft  have  been  phased  out  of  the  fleet  and 
replaced  with  quieter  aircraft  types. 


Letter  347;  Ivlary  A.  f\/loynihan 

Private  Citizens:  Roslindale 
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Bcc: 
From: 
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^  -ach: 
Certify: 
Priority: 
Defer  until: 
Expires : 
Forwarded  by: 


Arthur  Pugsley@MEPA®EOEA 
<brwhite@gis . net> 
14/32 

Wednesday,  April  21,  1999  21:05:36  EDT 
N 

Normal 


LETTER  348 


PleaL°1o^^a?i'o^^R^■„^--J-V  °^^/nviro„.ental  Affairs 
"y/^^ily  lives  in  a  wonLrful  RosUndll^f^^i^"  ^"""^^  to  be  built 
w^n^"''^  ^"^""^  ^"""ay  27  inte?ruD?inS^!^°''''°°'^  '^'^^'^  already 

wonder  how  many  of  the  business  p^otll  lh^  f  ^^^^  ^"'^  conversation.  i 
expansion  at  Logan  live  in  areas  o?  ;L    °."^.^"PP°'^"n5  this 
noxse.  We  have  families  out  of  state  and''"^  affected  by  the  tremendou 
the  city.  I  am  actually  impressid  with  ?h    ?  frequently  flying  in  and 

pro^ble^i^  ^""^  ^^^"--^  fro^/Ll|fn"a^S  5o'Sl^^L\e°r'  h^a^e^^^ 
Thank-you  for  your  attention. 

Sheryl  L.  White 
29  Mendum  St. 
Ro.«?lindale,  MA  02131 
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Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  348 
Sheryl  L.  White 
Private  Citizens:  Roslindale 


Topic  2 


Code     Topic  1 


348.1    I  Alternatives        Runway  14/32 


Comment 


348.2   ;  Purpose  and 
Need 


Delay 


Please  don't  allow  Runway  14/32  and  the  Centerfield 
Taxiway  to  be  built.  My... Roslindale  neighborhood... is 
already  affected  by  jets  from  Runway  27  interrupting  sleep 
and  conversation. 


Response 


I  am  actually  impressed  with  the  lack  of  delays  in 
scheduled  arrivals  and  departures  from  Logan  and  would 
never  have  considered  it  a  problem. 


The  model  and  methods  used  to  develop  these  data  were 
based  on  EPA-  and  DEP-approved  guidelines  and  show  that 
the  NAAQS  will  not  be  violated. 

The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the 
Preferred  Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner 
that  is  more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals.  The  total 
number  of  departures  from  Runway  27  (over  South  Boston, 
Roxbury,  and  Jamaica  Plain)  would  increase,  but  the  number 
of  equivalent  jet  operations  would  remain  essentially  the 
same.  The  difference  in  these  communities  would  be  fewer 
nighttime  operations  and  more  daytime  operations  but  the 
same  noise  impacts.  Total  departures  from  Runway  SSL  and 
arrivals  to  Runway  15R  (over  East  Boston  and  Chelsea) 
would  increase,  but  most  of  these  are  non-jets.  These  runway 
operations  are  currently  running  well  below  the  PRAS  goals, 
and  the  unidirectional  Runway  1 4/S2  would  allow  the 
controllers  to  approach,  but  still  remain  below  the  annual 
goals  for  these  operations.  Additionally,  by  increasing  the 
number  of  operations  over  water,  Runway  14/32  would 
reduce  the  total  annual  hours  of  dwell  and  persistence  over 
populated  areas  in  accordance  with  short-term  PRAS  goals. 


Letter  348:  Sheryl  L.  White 

Private  Citizens:  Roslindale 


BCC  : 
'^rom: 

ibject : 

te: 
«i.tach: 
Certify: 
Priority: 
Defer  until: 
Expires : 
Forwarded  by: 


Arthur  Pugsley@MEPA@EOEA 

"Alan  Wright"  <awright@vnane . org> 

^"V^^r^^^^^l^  Massport^s  Runway  ../3 
attachl  '^^^ 

Normal  LETTER  349 


2  Pr 


SUBJECT  too  long.   Original  SUBJECT  is 
Testimony  on  Environmental  Imvaat  of 

impact  of  Massport's  Runway  14/32  Proposal 


Dear  Secreta^'ourand :     '^""^^^"^^  Message  Follows 


This^le'tt%1^':'mrwr^:ttL^\'^Ls?ri:?J^  -  Monday,  April  5th  .sss 

s.     Than,  you  for  accepting  i.  ^^T^^^l^^^^  IZ^'^ 

My  name  is  Alan  Wright.     i  live  s^  ^-7  a  k  . 
to  the  Arnold  Arboretum.     i  am  here  tonLhf      "''^^  Roslindale,   MA  next 

most  45  000  per  yeL.     ^hat 'LanHn^^e^a^f  ov2r'^?o'J?  ■  Arbor^ti^  to":! 

d.     O    course.   ,.ven  var.aMe  use  of  ..rTn.tT.ll^  ^^yf  5iirexp'e^^ieL%"a^:"^ 

y  -"-L'threnitron^Lrof^tL'^A^n^ld^Arb"  7''  ^1^°-^  -  it  adverse^^ 

""unities.  '^'^"°ld  Arboretum,  Roslindale  and  surroundinq  co 

When  flights  are  overhpaH  =t,^  t 
«ith  a  neighbor,   „e  frequently  must  ston^'fiw  ^^^^^"3  "^"^  ""y  =hild  or  talkinq„  „ 
And,  we  are  located  more  than  six  mi ^^^^f        ,^"^  """"^  hear  each  otheJ^4Q 

whether  retrofitted  or  not    and  1  °'"  Airport,    stage  two  aircrffr^^ 

s.    Their  noise  level  is  ?nto?erable^^  stage  three  aircraft  are  ?he  main  cS^prit 
en  cargo  jets  pass  overhead        even  wh»n         ^^^T^^^^^  awakened  late  at  n?ght 
Massport  has  not  justified  whv  fh»  "endows  are  closed!  ^""^ 

fo^f  o^ef  thf  ^^^^iJiB^f^^^^^^ 

lem^but  has  not  done  so  yet.   ^^ITolle.  ^iU^°n^^1e^-o°rL^1f ^^ud^i^yi 

I  chose  to  buy  a  house  in  Pr^oi  •   ^  i 
■  'Committed  to  the  high  quality  of  '"^^^  ^°  suburbs,   as  I  a 

the  parks,    the  doSn town  and  ?L  Lrh'  •     ^  griatly  en 

^  visit  remark  upon  what  a  wonder fuf  ^  ^"  family  and  friend!  who  come 

^  xf  Logan  is  allowed  to  grow'^ore'^'^The'cLcroraJowth''^'  ^ft'^  ^''^  ^-^^^ 

cnecic  on  growth  created  by  the  current 


349 


prohibition  on  building  new  runways  must  remain  in  nl;,o^       t»-  • 

ur  even  greater  Qrowth  in  nui-^^rir.rr\  remain  in  place.     It  is  necessary  to  sd 

.illT^r^'tt:  greate?\L"?^r:cono™r^';he?r"*r-°'  "^'^^^  experienced  at  Logl49 
Our  economy  il  based  upon  incense  nricl^i  ^""^  spurious  and  unfoundid, 

lent  m,>;,n.,%,f  ^„„^,".rr:\..:_rr"°=  i'^-^'^^  competition.     Travel  is  the 


icient  means  of  conducting  business  oossL^r'^^'^^'^S-     ""^^^^^  '"^^t  i^ef 

seek  to  expand  expensive  Laverbudqets    tiei  ^t^l^^^"^  growing  businesses  do  not 
le- conferencing  are  much  more  efficient 'm^^nc    T  ''^^''''^  ^^^^^  te 

wing  rapidly,  Ilong  with  o?^er  methods  0?^?^?^  ^^^^^^^ing  business  and  are  gro 

As  Massport  hal  indicated    The  ma?o?Lv  nf  r  ^''°'"'"^^^^^^^°"• 
urism  and  cSnventions.     -ouristl  InTcZtlLf  growth  will  occur  from  to 
1  be  delayed,   whether  by  weathe?    tra???c  ?am^^^^  ^'^^''^  ^^^^  '^^^^  ^^^^^1  ^il 
g  problems.     They  are  not  deterr;d  f?om  travel  inS  f"^/^?"^  airports  or  schedulin 
acter  of  the  City.     The  quality  of  theL  J?sit     na^tdonf^°^'  ^^^^^  "^^^  '"^^ 
c  sites  in  the  urban  core,   to  the  revitalized  HnS^^^  5^^u''°  "^^^^  histori 
istrict,  will  be  greatl,  diminisLd  If  Massporf  ?S  a^ow^^  the  rebuilt  seaport  d 
h  of  Logan  through  building  Runway  14/3  2      pJease  do  iSrfn  ^^^""^^^^ 
Thank  you.                                  /  -^-i/j^.     t^iease  do  not  allow  this! 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  349 
Alan  Wright 
Private  Citizens:  Roslindale 


Code     Topic  1 


Topic  2 


Comment 


349.1 


Alternatives       Runway  14/32 


349.2 


Open  Space/ 
Parkland 


Impacts 


349.3    :  Noise 


Runway  14/32 


349.4    ^  Noise 


Flight  Tracks 


When  Runway  27  is  in  use  the  direct  overflight  of 
Roslindale  and  the  Arboretum  is  unrelenting  and 
frequently  deafening.  Massport's  proposal  to  build 
Runway  14/32  will  nearly  triple  the  overflights. 


This  [proposal]  is  intolerable  and 

unreasonable... adversely  affects  the  environment  of  the 

Arnold  Arboretum 


...[This  proposal  adversely  affects]  Roslindale  and 
surrounding  communities.  When  the  flights  are  overhead 
and  I  am  outside. ..we  frequently  must  stop  talking  as  we 
cannot  hear  each  other.  Stage  2  aircraft  whether 
retrofitted  or  not,  and  large  Stage  3  aircraft  are  the  main 
culprits. 


Part  of  the  problem  is  that  the  pilots  seldom  follow  through 
on  the  Runway  2[7]  path.  Instead  of  staying  over  Franklin 
Pari<  and  Forest  Hills  Cemetery,  they  veer  off  over  the 
Arboretum  and  Roslindale.  The  problem  will  only  get 
worse  if  Runway  14/32  is  built.. 


Response 


The  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  projects  that  the 
Preferred  Alternative  would  promote  runway  use  in  a  manner 
that  is  more  consistent  with  annual  PRAS  goals.  The  total 
number  of  departures  from  Runway  27  (over  South  Boston, 
Roxbury,  and  Jamaica  Plain)  would  increase,  but  the  number 
of  equivalent  jet  operations  would  remain  essentially  the 
same.  The  difference  in  these  communities  would  be  fewer 
nighttime  operations  and  more  daytime  operations  but  the 
same  noise  impacts.  Total  departures  from  Runway  33L  and 
arrivals  to  Runway  15R  (over  East  Boston  and  Chelsea) 
would  increase,  but  most  of  these  are  non-jets.  These  runway 
operations  are  currently  running  well  below  the  PRAS  goals, 
and  the  unidirectional  Runway  1 4/32  would  allow  the 
controllers  to  approach,  but  still  remain  below  the  annual 
goals  for  these  operations.  Additionally,  by  increasing  the 
number  of  operations  over  water,  Runway  14/32  would 
reduce  the  total  annual  hours  of  dwell  and  persistence  over 
populated  areas  in  accordance  with  short-tenn  PRAS  goals. 
The  Day-Night  Sound  Level  (DNL)  data  from  Noise  Monitor 
No.  1  at  Andrews  Street  in  the  South  End  show  levels  of  56, 
55.2,and  56.9  dB  for  the  29M  Low,  37.5M  Low  and 
37.5M  High  Fleet  scenarios  with  the  Preferred  Alternative. 
These  levels  are  less  than  the1993  value  of  57.9  dB  and  are 
well  below  the  standard  DNL  criteria  of  65  dB.  1993  is 
representative  of  historic  high  fleet  operating  conditions  at 
Logan  Airport. 

The  environmental  justice  analysis  found  no 
disproportionately  high  and  adverse  impacts  to  low-income 
and  minority  populations  from  direct  project  impacts.  Refer  to 
Section  6.2  and  Section  6.8  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR, 
respectively,  for  additional  information  on  noise  impacts  and 
environmental  justice. 

The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  shows  that  the  total  noise  ^ 
impacts  around  Logan  Airport  will  improve  in  the  first  decade 
of  the  2 Is'  century,  primarily  from  the  elimination  of  the  noisier 
Stage  2  aircraft,  and  by  the  gradual  elimination  of  the 
hushkitted  Stage  3  aircraft  as  they  are  retired. 


The  problem  of  pilots  not  following  the  Runway  27  path  needs 
to  be  discussed  with  the  FAA  and  Massport.  The  FAA  has 
pledged  to  do  its  best  to  achieve  the  new  tracks  that  were 
developed  in  the  Runway  27  EIS  procedure.  Also,  new 
advances  in  technology,  such  as  the  Global  Positioning 
Systems  that  are  becoming  a  standard  part  of  new  aircraft 
flight  control  systems,  can  be  used  to  ensure  better 
compliance  in  the  future. 


Letter  349:  Alan  Wright 

Private  Citizens:  Roslindale 


Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  Ell 


Code     Topic  1 

349.5  ~^ 


Topic  2 


Regional  '  Regional 
Transportation  Airports 


Comment 

The  check  on  growth  created  by  the  current  prohibition  on 
building  new  runways  must  remain  in  place.  It  is 
necessary  to  spur  even  greater  growth  in  outlying  airports, 
which  should  include  Hanscom  Airfield  in  some  fashion. 
Video  and  tele-conferencing  are  much  more  efficient 
means  of  conducting  business  [than  air  travel]... and  are 
growing  rapidly... the  majority  of  Logan's  growth  will  occur 
from  tourism  and  conventions.  Tourists  and 
conventioneers... are  not  deterred  from  traveling  to  Boston 
[because  of  delays].. .The  quality  of  the  visits,  particularly 
to  the  many  historical  sites  in  the  urban  core. ..will  be 
greatly  diminished  if  Massport  is  allowed  to  increase  the 
growth  of  Logan  through  building  Runway  14/32. 


Response 


The  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR,  specifically  considered  the  role  of  Hanscom  Fiel 
in  the  analysis  of  regional  alternatives.  Hanscom  Field,  whic 
serves  as  a  general  aviation  reliever  airport  to  Logan  Airport 
already  accommodates  a  significant  number  of  aircraft 
operations  (183,000  operations  in  1998).  The  Hanscom  Fieli 
activity  includes  private,  business,  charter,  and  air  taxi 
operations  that  might  otherwise  use  Logan  Airport.  Since  the 
Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  was  filed.  Shuttle  America,  a 
newly  founded  airline,  began  commercial  scheduled 
operations  at  Hanscom  Field,  offering  limited  turtDoprop 
services  to  short-haul  regional  mari<ets  -  Trenton,  Buffalo, 
Hartford  (discontinued),  Wilmington,  Delaware  (discontinued 
and  Greensboro.  Shuttle  America  is  also  conducting 
operations  between  Hanscom  and 
New  York  LaGuardia  Airport.  While  Massport  supports 
commercial  service  at  Hanscom  Field  consistent  with  its 
established  limits  (60  seat  regulation),  Massport  believes  that 
Hanscom  Field  will  maintain  its  role  as  a  major  general 
aviation  reliever,  and  that  its  geographic  proximity  to  Logan, 
Worcester  Regional  and  Manchester  airports  will  prevent  its 
development  as  a  significant  commercial  airport.  Additionally, 
commuter  airiines  sen/ing  Logan  Airport  are  unlikely  to  move 
:  a  significant  number  of  flights  from  Logan  Airport  to 
i  Hanscom  Field,  since  approximately  50  percent  of 
passengers  on  Logan  Airport's  commuter  flights  connect  to 
other  Logan  Airport  flights  and  a  significant  number  of 
passengers  are  travelling  to  Boston.  However,  any  new 
commercial  sen/ice  initiatives  proposed  for  Hanscom  Field 
shall  be  reviewed  for  consistency  with  the  Hanscom  GEIR 
(HGEIR)  and  its  Annual  Updates,  and  shall  be  considered  by 
the  Hanscom  Area  Town  Selectmen  (HATS).  Refer  to 
Section  2.6  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  discussion 
of  Hanscom  Field. 

The  acceptance  of  videoconferencing  and  other  means  of 
telecommunications  by  businesses  as  a  substitute  for  air 
travel  are  largely  dependent  upon  the  quality  of  the  available 
technology  and  private  sector  decisions  outside  the  authority 
of  FAA  and  Massport.  Massport  encourages  such  initiatives 
from  state  government,  Amtrak,  and  others.  Massport 
forecasts  in  the  Airside  Project  Draft  EIS/EIR  and  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  took  account  of  the  likely  effect  of 
such  factors  as  videoconferencing  over  the  forecast  period. 

The  FAA  and  Massport  have  consulted  with  the 
Massachusetts  Historical  Commission  (MHC).  The  MHC  has 
concurred  with  the  FAA's  determination  that  the 
Preferred  Alternative  will  have  no  adverse  effect  on  significant 
historic  properties.  Refer  to  Section  6.3  of  the  Supplemental 
DEIS/FEIR  for  a  description  of  historic  properties, 
project  impacts  and  mitigation. 


Letter  349:  Alan  Wright 

Private  Citizens:  Roslindale 
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All  comments  must  be  received  April  22.  1999 

All  mail  concerning  the  environmental  impact  revic%v  orrvv^c  in.i  w  cv 

must  be  addressed  to:  ^  '"^'"^"8  fi''"g^-  comments,  and  nil  ^sociotedj^icnaJs 

BobDurand.  Secretar>- 
Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Attention:  M EPA  Office 
Arthur  Pugsic}'  EOEA  No.  #10458 
100  Cambridge  Street  -  20th  Floor 
Boston.  MA  02202 

Failure  to  address  mail  in  fhic  m,»„.r  miv  rrTiilf  i„  ,i,  i ,,    ,  . 
Dear  Mr.  Durand, 

My  consents  .0  .he  E.R-Lo,an  Ai.id.  ,n,p.oven,en.s  Plan  EOEA  .I0.5«  are  as  follows: 
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Logan  Airside  Improvements  Planning  Project 


Supplemental  Draft  EIS/Final  EIR 


Letter  350 
Todd  L.  Payton 
Private  Citizens:  Roxbury 


Comment 


Response 


Black  people  and  other  people  of  color  will  experience 
noise  pollution  and  toxic  fumes  to  levels  that  Massport 
has  not  completely  evaluated. 


The  Environmental  Justice  analysis  was  significantly 
expanded  in  Section  6.8  of  the  Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR. 
Low-income  and  minority  populations  were  defined  in 
accordance  with  Federal  Executive  Order  12898,  the  U.S. 
DOT  Final  Order,  and  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality's 
guidance  on  Environmental  Justice.  In  addition,  the  analysis 
of  low-income  populations  was  expanded  to  include 
households  at  150  percent  of  poverty  level.  This  analysis 
found  that  there  is  no  high  and  adverse  disproportionate 
impact  to  low-income  and  minority  populations  from  the 
Preferred  Altemative. 

Adverse  impacts  are  not  predominately  bome  by  low-income 
or  minority  populations.  Only  21  percent  of  the  population 
within  the  65  dB  DNL  contour  for  the  Preferred  Altemative  is 
minority,  compared  to  the  Suffolk  County  minority  population 
of  38  percent.  Less  than  two  percent  of  the  population  within 
the  65  dB  DNL  contour  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  has  a 
household  income  less  than  150  percent  of  poverty  level.  The 
additional  area  within  the  65  dB  DNL  noise  contour 
associated  with  the  Preferred  Altemative  includes  a 
predominately  Hispanic  neighborhood  in  Chelsea  which  is 
predicted  under  worst  case  assumptions  to  experience  an 
increase  of  0.6  dB  or  less.  Under  FAA  standards,  this  change 
is  not  a  significant  adverse  impact.  Mitigation  of  the  increased 
noise  within  the  65  dB  DNL  noise  contour  will  be  provided  to 
affected  communities  in  the  fonm  of  residential  sound 
insulation. 

The  minority  and  low-income  populations  in  South  Boston  and 
East  Boston  affected  by  the  Prefen-ed  Altemative  65  dB  DNL 
noise  contour  are  almost  identical  to  the  No  Action  Altemative. 
The  65  dB  DNL  noise  contour  for  the  Preferred  Altemative  does 
not  extend  into  Jamaica  Plain,  Roxbury  and  the  South  End. 
Mitigation  of  the  increased  noise  within  the  65  dB  DNL  noise 
contour  will  be  provided  to  affected  communities  in  the  form  of 
residential  sound  insulation.  Refer  to  Section  6.8  of  the 
Supplemental  DEIS/FEIR  for  a  discussion  of  the  Environmental 
Justice  analysis. 


Letter  350:  Todd  L.  Payton 

Private  Citizens:  Roxbury 


